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FINAL PLAT
PUBLIC HEARING - MASTER APPLICATION

OWNER NAME: ;A b 5. of Idaho LLC (Jay Gibbons, Mike Conklin)

PROPERTY MAILING ADDRESS:
OWNER

10167 Willis Rd Middleton ID 83644
PHONE: 208-863-1815 EMAIL: gibb5953@gmail.com
208-941-8458 mconklin.re@gmail.com
! consent to this application and allow DSD staff / Commissioners to enter the property for site
inspections. If the owner(s) is a business entity, please include business documents, including
those that indicate the person(s) who are eligible to sign.

4 | Signature: /Ic ['-c (é’h//f\_. Date: "L/ 2 / 202 ¢

APPLICANT NAME: e as above
e ——
;Egg"%*ﬁ MAILING ADDRESS. .0 25 above
OWNER PHONE: o 2c above EMAIL: same as above

STREET ADDRESS: goodson Rd Caldwell ID 83607
PARCEL NUMBER: oo
PARCEL SIZE: 1014 = 2224/- acres, Phase 2 = 804/~ acres

SITEINFO  "NUMBER OF LOTS: prase 2 roml = 46, Residential = 44, Common = 2
PROPOSED SUBDIVISION NAME: grqum Subdivision No. 2
FLOOD ZONE (YESINO) o ZONING DISTRICT: Residential

FOR DSD STAFF COMPLETION ONLY:

gt e L 2002y
( Yi’/r)/?,M{ /%/// 6,/ %F,'/, 0 0D

/

CANYON COUNTY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
111 North 11" Avenue. #310, Caldwell, ID 83605

zoninginfo@canyoncounty.id.gov - Phone: 208-454-7458
Revised 3/17/23



FINAL PLAT
PUBLIC HEARING - CHECKLIST

| FINAL PLAT - CCZO Section 07-02-03 |

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH THIS APPLICATION TO BE DEEMED
COMPLETE (PLEASE CHECK OFF THE ITEMS REQUIRED):

Description Applicant Staff
Master Application completed and signed X

Copy of Final Plat: 1 Hard Copy, 1 Digital X
Final Drainage Plan, if applicable X
Final Irrigation Plan, if applicable X

X
X

Final Grading Plan, if applicable
Completed Final Plat Checklist

As-Built or Record Drawings if applicable CCZO §07-17-29(3) NA
Condition Compliance Proof (Conditional Rezone/D.A.) X
Proof of approval from:
Southwest District Health X
Irrigation District X
Fire District X
Highway District/ Idaho Transportation Dept. X
City Impact Area NA
Bonding Instructions NA
Deed or evidence of property interest to the subject property X
Fee: $1000.00
+$10.00/lot LA 0
+$100.00 for Area of City Impact Hi, Lot

**Fees are non-refundable**

*DISCLAIMER: The subject property shall be in compliance with the public nuisance ordinance, the
building code and the zoning code before the Director can accept the application.

NOTES:

1. Any conditions of approval given during the rezoning or preliminary plat process, if
applicable, must be addressed as part of submittal materials to ensure condition
compliance is met,

2. Evidence that all improvements have been completed or bonded per CCZO §07-17-29(4) must be

submitted after construction drawing approval and before the final plat signature by the Board of
County Commissioners.

CANYON COUNTY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
111 North 11" Avenue, #310, Caldwell, ID 83605
zoninginfo@canyoncounty.id.gov - Phone: 208-454-7458
Revised 3/30/23
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Canyon County, 111 North 11*" Avenue, #310, Caldwell, ID 83605

= Engineering Division =

Final Plat Check-List

Applicant: Case Number:

Subdivision Name: Plat Date:

CANYON COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES 07-17-13 (1-6)
The information hereinafter required as part of the preliminary plat submitted shall be shown

graphically or by note on plans, and may comprise several sheets showing various elements or
required data.

1. METHOD & MEDIUM OF PRESENTATION Meets Code / Comments

A. All plats to be recorded shall be prepared on a drafting medium in
accordance with Requirements of Idaho Code Title 55, Chapter 19,
paragraph (1) for Records of Survey Maps.

B. The plat shall be drawn to an accurate scale of not more than one
hundred feet to an inch (1"=100") unless otherwise approved by DSD
prior to submission.

C. The final plat drawing shall be additionally submitted in digital form
approved by the Director.

2. IDENTIFICATION DATA REQUIRED

A. A title which includes the name of the subdivision and its location by
number of section, township, range and county shall be placed
together at one location at the top of the sheet and generally centered.

B. Name, address and official seal of the surveyor preparing the plat.

C. North arrow.

D. Date of preparation.

E. Revision block showing dates of any revisions subsequent to the
original preparation date. The revision block shall be part of the title
block which shall be placed along the right edge of the drawing.




3. SURVEY DATA REQUIRED

Meets Code / Comments

A. Boundaries of the tract to be subdivided and the interior lots are to
be fully balanced and closed, showing all bearings and distances
determined by an accurate survey in the field. All dimensions shall be
expressed in feet and decimals thereof.
» Check boundary measurements on plat with legal description
measurements, verify they are the same
* Request closure report be sent along with final plat when it gets
routed to the County Surveyor. Closure report should include the
metes and closure error ratio for each individual lot and the metes
and closure error ratio for the exterior boundary of the subdivision.

B. Any excepted lots within the plat boundaries shall show all bearings
and distances determined by an accurate survey in the field. All
dimensions shall be expressed in feet and decimals thereof.

C. Basis of bearing on the plat shall be referenced.
e Make sure it matches the legal description
¢ Reference to point of beginning

4. DESCRIPTIVE DATA REQUIRED

Meets Code / Comments

A. Name, right-of-way lines, courses, lengths, width of all private
and public streets, alleys, pedestrian ways and utility easements.

B. All drainage ways.

C. All easements provided for public services or utilities and any
limitations of the easements.
o Applicable description for easements

D. All lots and blocks shall be numbered throughout the plat in

accordance with Idaho Code. "Exceptions”, “tracts”, and “private parks”
shall be so designated, lettered or named and clearly dimensioned.

E. All sites to be dedicated to the public will be indicated and the
intended use specified.

F. All roads must be labeled as either “private” or “public” behind or
beneath the road name.

G. The area of each lot shall be stated in acres and decimals thereof.

H. The statement from Idaho Code 22-4503 or any later amended
statutory language shall appear on all final plats located in a zone
where agricultural uses are allowed or permitted.

I. A note as to the type of sewage disposal facilities to be provided.




J. A note as to the type of water supply facilities to be provided.

K. Required section and quarter-section line setbacks.

5. DEDICATION AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Meets Code / Comments

A. A statement of dedication of all streets, alleys, pedestrian ways and
other easements for public use by the person holding title of record
and by person holding title as vendees under land contract.

B. Acknowledgement of dedication: The dedication referred to in
Section 07-18-17 of this Chapter shall be in the form of a certificate
acknowledged in accordance with Idaho Code 50-1309.

6. REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS

Meets Code / Comments

A. Landowner's signature.

B. Certification by a surveyor stating that the plat is correct and accurate
and that the monuments described in it have been located as
described. Make sure stamp is signed and dated.

C. Certification of plat approval by the County Surveyor.

D. Certification of plat approval by the Board.

E. Approval or certification of comment by impacted agencies that may
include: Highway Districts, Health Department, the City when the
development is in an area of City Impact, Treasurer, Recorder, and State
and Federal agencies having jurisdiction.




AGENCY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STADIUM SUBDIVISION NO. 2 - PHASE 2

Date:

Applicant. JAP.S. OF IDAHO LLC
Parcel Number: R3788710000

Site Address: ADJACENT to 17506 GOODSON RD CALDWELL, ID 83607

SIGNATURES DO NOT INDICATE APPROVAL OR COMPLETION OF OFFICIAL REVIEW.

The purpose of this form is to facilitate communication between applicants and agencies so that
relevant requirements, application processes, and other feedback can be provided to applicants
early in the planning process. Record of communication with an agency regarding the project can be
submitted instead of a signature. After the application is submitted, impacted agencies will be sent a
hearing notification by DSD staff and will have the opportunity to submit comments.

Southwest District Health:
U Applicant submitted/met for informal review.

Date: __ 03/28/2024 _Signed: Atrony Lae
Authorized Southwest Disfrict Health Representative

(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

Fire District: District:
L] Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:
Authorized Fire District Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
Highway District: District:
_] Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:
Authorized Highway District Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approvai)
Irrigation District: District:
1 Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:
Authorized Irrigation Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
Area of City Impact City:

_1 Applicant submitted/met for informal review.

Date: Signed:

Authorized AOCI Representative

(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

DISCLAIMER: THIS ACKNOWLEDGMENT IS ONLY VALID SIX MONTHS FROM THE DATE ISSUED



AGENCY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Date:

Applicant: Taps  of DF\HO Ll ___i_ TAY _GIB@OUS)
Parcel Number: p29¢287, 0000
Site Address: y  (,0OPSOL) ROAD CALDWELL 1D 5360 ]

SIGNATURES DO NOT INDICATE APPROVAL OR COMPLETION OF OFFICIAL REVIEW.

The purpose of this form is to facilitate communication between applicants and agencies so that
relevant requirements, application processes, and other feedback can be provided to applicants
early in the planning process. Record of communication with an agency regarding the project can be
submitted instead of a signature. After the application is submitted, impacted agencies will be sent a
hearing notification by DSD staff and will have the opportunity to submit comments.

Southwest District Health:
[ Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed: - _
Authorized Southwest District Health Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
Fire District: District: - -
[ ! Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:
Authorized Fire District Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
Highway District: District: -
LI Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date; Signed: _ - _
Authorized Highway District Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
. w s . . /—’/ e :\ 7 , i . e
Irrigation District: District: _ BIACL Cyronove yfil(6u4 T1v— Drirescy

XApplicant submitted/met for informal reyiew.

Date: Q,/_i?/guzllf Signed:  / “/L,o b/p/'%/% rD/‘MLL,/ ENEG/NEER

Authorizeglrrigation Representatlve
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

Area of City Impact City:
C Applicant submitted/met for informal review.

Date: Signed:

Authorized AOCI Representatlve
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

DISCLAIMER: THIS ACKNOWLEDGMENT IS ONLY VALID SIX MONTHS FROM THE DATE ISSUED



AGENCY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STADIUM SUBDIVISION NO. 2 - PHASE 2

Date:

Applicant: J.AP.S. OF IDAHO LLC
Parcel Number: R3788710000

Site Address. ADJACENT to 17506 GOODSON RD CALDWELL, ID 83607

SIGNATURES DO NOT INDICATE APPROVAL OR COMPLETION OF OFFICIAL REVIEW.

The purpose of this form is to facilitate communication between applicants and agencies so that
relevant requirements, application processes, and other feedback can be provided to applicants
early in the planning process. Record of communication with an agency regarding the project can be
submitted instead of a signature. After the application is submitted, impacted agencies will be sent a
hearing notification by DSD staff and will have the opportunity to submit comments.

Southwest District Health:
0O Applicant submitted/met for informal review.

Date: Signed:

Authorized Southwest District Health Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

Fire District: District: MM_P_-ED
M Applicant submittedmet for informal review _
Date: 3/ o2/ 24 Signed: j

™ Authorized Fire District Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

Highway District: District:
O Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:
Authorized Highway District Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
Irrigation District: District:
L] Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:
Authorized Irrigation Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
Area of City Impact City:

(O Applicant submitted/met for informal review.

Date: Signed:

Authorized AOCI Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

DISCLAIMER: THIS ACKNOWLEDGMENT IS ONLY VALID SIX MONTHS FROM THE DATE ISSUED



¥ MIDDLETON RURAL FIRE DISTRICT

Star, 1D 83669

District Headquarters
11665 W. State St., Stc. B

Received From

M. Conklin

Date 4/2/2024

Payment Method Check

Check/Ref No 11109

Invoices Paid

Payment Receipt

Payment Amount

$200.00

Total Amount Due

$0.00

Date

Invoice Number

Amount Due

Amount Applied

4/2/2024

467

$200.00

$200.00




MIDDLETON RURAL FIRE DISTRICT

STAR FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

FIRE DEPARTMENT NEW DEVELOPMENT PLAT APPLICATION

PLEASE PRINT

Date: 3 2% 2024

Apphicant Name: LA PSS of 1daho TEC

Primary Contact: O3 Applicant JOwner @ Representative

Address: 10167 WILLIS RD

City: MIDDLETON Zip: Niedd

Phone Mobile: (208) So3-IR|A

Fmail Address: gibb893 e gnunl.com and meonklinrew gmail.com

Owner(s): APS of Fdaho LLC thav Gibbons wid Mike Conklin)

Address: same as above

Caty: Zip:

Phone Muobile:

Email Address:

Representative: Horroeks

Contact Name: Mathew Graham

Phone Mobile: 2088952520

Emanl Address: matt.grahamie horrocks.com

Billing: Name and Envail: Jay Gibbons gibb3935 5 gm

PROJECT INFORMATION

atl.com

Subdivision Name: Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2

Scope: O Preliminary Plat [® FFinal Plat

Site Lovation: Adjacent 1o 17306 GOODSON RD CALDWIEL

1. DY R3607

Approved Zoning Designation of Site: Residential

Parcel Numbersts): RAI7887 10000

Total Acreage of Sie: 79.86

Duwelling Units Per Gross Acre: 1,815

Minimum Lot S1ze: 1,12 acres

Minimum Lot Width: 60'

Totad Number of Lots: 40

Residential: 44 Commeraial:

Industnial: 0

Common: 2 Side Sctback: NA

Total Number of Units: NA

Single-family: 44 Duples: 0

Multi-fnihy 0

Other: NA Side Sethack: NA

[®] Public O Private

Streets:

# Intrances: | Gated: O VYes W No

Appheant Comments:
Above information is for Phase 2 only.

Acknowledgment: By signing this application, the applicant agrees to the statements made on this application.

Signature: Date:

FIRE CODE OFFICAL USE ONLY
Received: FD Permit #: Fire District:
Fee: $200.00 OPaid OCash DCCOCk  Ret DSD: DSD Permit:
Application Status: O Approved O Approved with Conditions  ODenicd O Statt Report Attached
Fire Code Official Signature: Date:

Fre Diatoet Heodguomtor

s WOSTATE ST, SUITE B+ STAR DA 83609« (205) 286 T772 cvravw edstarfue org




AGENCY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STADIUM SUBDIVISION NO. 2 - PHASE 2

Date:

Applicant. J.AP.S. OF IDAHO LLC
Parcel Number: R3788710000
Site Address: ADJACENT to 17506 GOODSON RD CALDWELL, ID 83607

SIGNATURES DO NOT INDICATE APPROVAL OR COMPLETION OF OFFICIAL REVIEW.

The purpose of this form is to facilitate communication between applicants and agencies so that
relevant requirements, application processes, and other feedback can be provided to applicants
early in the planning process. Record of communication with an agency regarding the project can be
submitted instead of a signature. After the application is submitted, impacted agencies will be sent a
hearing notification by DSD staff and will have the opportunity to submit comments.

Southwest District Health:
OJ Applicant submitted/met for informal review.

Date: Signed:
Authorized Southwest District Health Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
Fire District: District: B
[ Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:

Authorized Fire District Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

Highway District: District: /%ﬁ;ﬁfé’/w /4/4—42@, %7‘7/1_“74*
E?Kgpplicant submitted/met for informal review. ==
Date: %~/- 7% Signed: /,,.,, e

< 7 Authorized Highway District Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

Irrigation District: District:
[J Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:
Authorized Irrigation Representative
(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)
Area of City Impact City: -
0 Applicant submitted/met for informal review.
Date: Signed:

Authorized AOCI Representative

(This signature does not guarantee project or permit approval)

DISCLAIMER: THIS ACKNOWLEDGMENT IS ONLY VALID SIX MONTHS FROM THE DATE ISSUED
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SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED

THIS SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED (this “Deed”), made as of the 5* day of October, 2006, is between
PIONEER EXCHANGE ACCOMMODATION TITLEHOLDER # 137, LLC, an Idaho limited liability

company (“Grantor”), and J.A.P.S.’,‘LI.C (“Grantee”), whose legal address is: 10167 Willis Road, Middleton,
ID 83644. * OF IDAHO

WITNESSETH, That Grantor, for and in consideration of One Dollar and No/100 ($1.00) and other
good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, has granted,
bargained, sold and conveyed, and by these presents does grant, bargain, sell, convey and confirm, unto
Grantee, its successors and assigns forever, all the real property, together with improvements, located in the
County of Canyon, State of Idaho, more particularly described as follows:

See legal description described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto

TOGETHER with all and singular the hereditaments and appurtenances thereto belonging, or in
anywise appertaining, and the reversion and reversions, remainder and remainders, rents, issues and profits
thereof, and all the estate, right, title, interest, claim and demand whatsoever of Grantor, either in law or
equity, of in and to the above bargained premises, with the hereditaments, easements, rights of way and
appurtenances, and with all of Grantor’s interest, if any, in and to any and all minerals, water, ditches, wells,
reservoirs and drains, and all water, ditch, well, reservoir and drainage rights which are appurtenant to,
located on, now or hereafter acquired under or above or used in connection with the property (collectively,

the “Property”).

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises above bargained and described with the
appurtenances, unto Grantee, its successors and assigns forever. Grantor, for itself, and its successors and
assigns, does covenant, grant, bargain and agree to and with the Grantee, its successors and assigns, that at
the time of the ensealing and delivery of these presents, Grantor is well seized of the premises above
conveyed, has good, sure, perfect, absolute and indefeasible estate of inheritance, in law, in fee simple, and
has good right, full power and lawful authority to grant, bargain, sell and convey the same in manner and
form as aforesaid, and that the same are free and clear from all former and other grants, bargains, sales,
liens, taxes, assessments, encumbrances and restrictions of whatever kind or nature whatsoever, as of July
19, 2006.

The Grantor shall and will WARRANT AND FOREVER DEFEND the above-bargained premises in the quiet and
peaceable possession of Grantee, its successors and assigns, against all and every person or persons claiming the
whole or any part thereof BY, THROUGH OR UNDER Grantor.

Page 1 of 5
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has executed this Special Warranty Deed as of the date set forth
above.

PIONEER EXCHANGE ACCOMMODATION TITLEHOLDER #137, L1LC,
an Idaho limited liability company

By: Pioneer 1031 Company, Member

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.
)

COUNTY OF ADA

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 5® day of October, 2006, by Alicia

Reinhard, as Assistant Secretary of Pioneer 1031 Company, an Idaho corporation, Member of Pioneer
Exchange Accommodation Titleholder #137, LLC, an Idaho limited liability company.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

My commission expires: _/ 0% E;Z ; . &\

s O .
§ woTap
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3
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% e o
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File No.: 200607447
EXHIBIT A

This parcel consists of the Northeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter, the Northwest Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter, Government Lot 3 and a portion of Government Lot 4, the Southeast Quarter of
the Southeast Quarter, the Northeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter, the Southeast Quarter of the
Southwest Quarter, and the Southwest Quarter of the Southeast Quarter of Section 18 and also a
portion of the North Half of the Northeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 19 all in
Township S North, Range 3 West of the Boise Meridian, Canyon County, Idaho and is more
particularly described as follows:

BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of the Southeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter of said
Section 18, a found pk nail and washer (said point being the South Quarter corner of said Section 18
and the North Quarter of said Section 19); thence

South 00° 08° 31" West along the East boundary of the North Half of the Northeast Quarter
of the Northwest Quarter of said Section 19 a distance of 661.49 feet to the Southeast corner of said
North Half of the Northeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter, a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic
cap stamped L.S. 3627; thence

North 89° 50° 36" West along the South boundary of said North Half of the Northeast
Quarter of the Northwest Quarter a distance of 1,073.56 feet to a point in the centerline of an existing
irrigation canal witnessed by a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap stamped L.S. 3627 bearing

North 89° 50’ 36” West a distance of 22.34 feet; thence traversing said centerline as follows;

North 07° 33’ 19” East a distance of 35.30 feet; Northwesterly 165.32 feet along the arc of a
curve to the left having a central angle of 13° 31° 55”, a radius of 700.00 feet and a long chord which
bears

North 09° 28’ 56 West a distance of 164,94 feet;

North 24° 54* 23" West a distance of 38.10 feet; .

North 28° 49’ 08” West a distance of 176.13 feet; Northwesterly 169.89 feet along the arc of a
curve to the left having a central angle of 24° 20° 03”, a radius of 400.00 feet and a long chord which
bears

North 47° 37° 19” West a distance of 168.61 feet to a point on the West boundary of said
North Half of the Northeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter witnessed by a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set
with a plastic cap stamped L.S. 3627 bearing

South 00° 15° 51 West a distance of 28.17 feet; thence leaving said centerline bearing

North 00° 15’ 51” East along said West boundary a distance of 161.83 feet to the Southwest
corner of the Southeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter, a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar (also
being the Southeast corner of said Government Lot 4); thence

South 89° 52° 45" West along the South boundary of Government Lot 4 a distance of 606,39
feet to a point on the East boundary of the parcel shown on the Record of Survey filed as Instrument
No. 200509686, a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar; thence traversing said boundary as follows;

North 16° 34’ 51" West a distance 01 289.27 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;

Page 3 of 5
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File No.: 200607447

South 89° 52 43” West a distance of 203.41 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;
Southeasterly 110.96 feet along the arc of a curve to the right having a central angle of 11° 21’ 10”, a
radius of 560.00 feet and a long chord which bears
Continued on next page.

South 07° 42’ 15” East a distance of 110.78 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;

South 02°01°45” East a distance of 167.70 feet to a point on the South boundary of said
Government Lot 4;

South 89° 52° 43” West along said South boundary a distance of 60.03 feet;

North 02° 01 46” West a distance of 165.70 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;
Northwesterly 113.26 feet along the arc of a curve to the left having a central angle of 12° 58’ 447, a
radius of 500.00 feet and a long chord which bears

North 08° 31’ 08” West a distance of 113.02 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;

South 89° 52’ 43" West a distance of 224.87 feet to the Northeast corner of the parcel shown
as Parcel 4 in the Record of Survey filed as Instrument No. 9741785, a found ¥% inch diameter rebar;
thence .
North 58° 12’ 36" West along the boundary of said parcel a distance of 336.45 feet to a point
on the West boundary of said Government Lot 4, a found ¥ inch diameter rebar; thence

North 00° 02° 43” East along the West boundary of Government Lot 4 a distance of 526,00
feet to a found G.L.O. brass cap marking the South 1/16 East corner of Section 13, Township 5 North,
Range 4 West; thence

North 00° 01 21” West along said West boundary a distance of 343.51 feet to the Northwest
corner of said Government Lot 4; thence continuing

North 00° 01° 21” West along the West boundary of Government Lot 3 a distance of 978.35
feet to a found G.L.O. brass cap marking the East Quarter corner of said Section 13; thence

North 00° 08’ 04” West a distance of 336.76 feet to the Northwest corner of said Government
Lot 3; thence

South 89° 58° 49” East along the North boundary of said Government Lot 3 a distance of
1,474.32 feet to the Northeast corner of said Government Lot 3, a found G.L.O, brass cap marking
the CW 1/16 corner of Section 18; thence

South 89° 59° 20” East along the North boundary of the Northeast Quarter of the Southwest
Quarter and Northwest Quarter of the Southeast Quarter a distance of 2,646.07 feet to the Northwest
corner of said Northeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter a found G.L.O. brass cap monument;
thence

South 0° 13’ 09” West along the West boundary of said Northeast Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter a distance of 1,318.67 feet to the Southwest corner of said Northeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter, a found G.L.O. monument; thence

South 89° 48’ 51” East along the South boundary of said Northeast Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter a distance of 662.17 feet to the Southeast corner of the West Half of said Northeast Quarter
of the Southeast Quarter; thence

North 0° 13’ 37” East along the East boundary of said West Half of the Northeast Quarter of
the Southeast Quarter a distance of 177.68 feet to a point on the boundary of the parcel shown as
Parcel 2 on the Record of Survey filed as Instrument No. 200034665; thence traversing said boundary
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File No.: 200607447

South 14° 15’ 27” East a distance of 257.33 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;

South 08 32’ 41” West a distance of 443.47 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;

South 36° 39° 42” West a distance of 67.34 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;

South 00° 14’ 01” West a distance of 109.38 feet to a point on the Northwest boundary of
Record of Survey Instrument No. 9918679, a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar; thence traversing said
boundary as follows;

South 63° 53’ 18” West a distance of 119.59 feet to a found % inch diameter rebar;

South 31° 35’ 31” West a distance of 102.58 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;

South 24° 35’ 21” West a distance of 174.86 feet to a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar;

South 04° 44’ 02” West a distance of 351.50 feet to a point on the South boundary of the
Southeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter, a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar; thence

North 89° 51’ 03” West along the South boundary of said southeast Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter a distance of 360.76 feet to the Southwest corner of said Southeast Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter, a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar; thence

North 89° 50’ 36” West along the South boundary of the Southwest Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter a distance of 1,000.15 feet to a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap stamped L.S. 3672;
thence

North 02° 23’ 07” West a distance of 145.80 feet to a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap
stamped L.S. 3627; thence

North 43° 22’ 13” West a distance of 207.46 feet to a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap
stamped L.S. 3627; thence

North 00° 15° 03” West a distance of 611.52 feet to a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap
stamped L.S. 3627; thence

South 88° 35’ 40” West a distance of 693.21 feet to a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap
stamped L.S, 3627; thence

South 02° 45’ 35” East a distance of 889.89 feet to a point on the South boundary of the

Southeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter, a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap stamped L.S.

3627; thence
South 89° 50° 58” East along said South boundary a distance of 478.54 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING,
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Recording Requested By and

When Recorded Return to:
OF IDAHO

JAAPS,LLC

10167 Willis Road

Middleton, ID 83644

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER’S USE ONLY

SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED

THIS SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED (this “Deed”), made as of the 5 day of October, 2006, is between
PIONEER EXCHANGE ACCOMMODATION TITLEHOLDER # 137, LLC, an Idsho limited liability
company (“Grantor”), and J.APS, LLC (“Grantee”), whose legal address is: 10167 Willis Road, Middieton,
ID 83644. *OF IDAHO :

WITNESSETH, That Grantor, for and in consideration of One Dollar and No/100 ($1.00) and other
good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, has granted,
bargained, sold and conveyed, and by these presents does grant, bargain, sell, convey and confirm, unto
Grantee, its successors and assigns forever, all the real property, together with improvements, located in the
County of Canyon, State of Idaho, more particularly described as follows:

See Legal description described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto

TOGETHER with all and singular the hereditaments and appurtenances thereto belonging, or in
anywise appertaining, and the reversion and reversions, remainder and remainders, rents, issues and profits
thereof, and all the estate, right, title, interest, claim and demand whatsoever of Grantor, either in law or
equity, of in and to the above bargained premises, with the hereditaments, casements, rights of way and
appurtenances, and with all of Grantor’s interest, if any, in and to any and all minerals, water, ditches, wells,
reservoirs and drains, and all water, ditch, well, reservoir and drainage rights which are appurtenant to,
located on, now or hereafter acquired under or above or used in connection with the property (collectively,

the “Property”).

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises above bargained and described with the
appurtenances, unto Grantee, its successors and assigns forever. Grantor, for itself, and its successors and
assigns, does covenant, grant, bargain and agree to and with the Grantee, its successors and assigns, that at

Page 1 of
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the time of the ensealing and delivery of these presents, Grantor is well seized of the premises abave -- ¥
conveyed, has good, sure, perfect, absolute and indefeasible estate of inheritance, in law, in fee simple, and
has good right, full power and lawful authority to grant, bargain, sell and convey the same in manner and
form as aforesaid, and that the same are free and clear from all former and other grants, bargains, sales,
liens, taxes, assessments, encumbrances and restrictions of whatever kind or nature whatsoever, as of July

19, 2006.

The Grantor shall and will WARRANT AND FOREVER DEFEND the above-bargained premises in the quiet and

peaceable possession of Grantee, its successors and assigns, against all and every person or persons claiming the
whole or any part thereof BY, THROUGH OR UNDER Grantor.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has executed this Special Warranty Deed as of the date set forth
above.

PIONEER EXCHANGE ACCOMMODATION TITLEHOLDER #137, LLC,
an Idaho limited liability company

By:

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.
COUNTY OF ADA )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 5® day of October, 2006, by Alicia
Reinhard, as Assistant Secretary of Pioneer 1031 Company, an Idaho corporation, Member of Pioneer
Exchange Accommodation Titleholder #137, LLC, an Idaho limited liability company.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

“.‘«?‘.‘:(";.' X&ummission expires:
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File No.: 200607445
EXHIBIT A

This parcel consists of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter, the Southwest Quarter of
the Northeast Quarter and the West Half of the Northeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter of
Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 3 West of the Boise Meridian, Canyon County, Idaho and is
more particularly described as follows:

BEGINNING at the Southwest corner of said West Half of the Northeast Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter of said Section 18, a found G.L.O brass cap monument; thence

North 0° 13’ 09” East along the West boundary of said West Half of the Northeast Quarter
of the Southeast Quarter a distance of 1,318.67 feet to the Northwest corner of said West Half of
the Northeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter, a found G.L.O. brass cap monument; thence

North 89° 59° 20” West along the South boundary of said Southwest Quarter of the
Northeast Quarter and said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter a distance of 2,646.06 feet
to the Southwest corner of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter, a found G.L.O. brass
cap monument; thence

North 0° 04° 52 East along the West boundary of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest
Quarter a distance of 1,316.05 feet to the Northwest corner of said Southeast Quarter of the
Northwest Quarter, a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap stamped L.S. 3627; thence

South 89° 57° 21” East along the North boundary of said Southeast Quarter of the
Northwest Quarter a distance of 1,321.84 feet to the Northwest corner of said Southwest Quarter
of the Northeast Quarter, a found G.L.O. brass cap monument; thence

North 89° 55° 05" East along the North boundary of said Southwest Quarter of the
Northeast Quarter a distance of 1,325.82 feet to the Northeast corner of said Southwest Quarter of
the Northeast Quarter, a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar; thence

South 0° 09° 00” West along the East boundary of said Southwest Quarter of the Northeast
Quarter a distance of 1,317.44 feet to the Southeast corner of said Southwest Quarter of the
Northeast Quarter, a found G.L.O. brass cap monument; thence

North 89° 58° 58” East along the North boundary of the West Half of the Northeast
Quarter of the Southeast Quarter a distance of 662.37 feet to a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic
cap stamped L.S. 3627; thence

South 0° 13’ 38” West along the East boundary of said West Half of the Northeast Quarter
of the Southeast Quarter a distance of 1,321.02 feet to a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap
stamped L.S. 3627; thence

North 89° 48” 51 West along the South boundary of said West Quarter of the Northeast
Quarter of the Southeast Quarter a distance of 662.17 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.
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Canyon County Board of County Commissioneis
Stadium Subdivision No. 2- Preliminary Flat

PooA e nest oy AP S of Whaha, LEC fur anpros d ofa Ueeliminacy Plat, Terigation, Grading &
Draiuage Plan for Staduun Subdecsion Noo 2

2 The property s zoned "CR-RR™ (Conditionid Rezone/Rural Residenuial) The subjeut propeity,
parcel No RATRSTIOU o Jocated on the noithoside of Goodson Rd L approxiniiely 36 1 wust of
thie ttersection of Wagner Rd. and Gouodson R i portios of the SW U of Scetion 13, 13N,
R3W B Canyon County, 1dahio

2 The property s zoned "CRSRAR™ (Conditivnal Rezone Rund Residenindy and s subgzanto o

desclopmert agreoment (17001 recutded ay mstienent po 2017000032 )

40 e propesed prelamary plat ts i contormance with CCZ0 Antiele 17, Idaho Codel Sections
G612 6509 andd 05333 (Subdivisions, Headnoz, Dectsrons, amd Kdaho Code 31-3a003
(hngaton), and Sections SU-130T through SOT29 (Flating)

S The propedy s not tocated withun an area of ity hipact

o The subdivision contains 130 cestdential lots and three (3) common 1o

108

7o Lhe subdivsion will be served by individual septic sy stens ) nedicedual domestic wells,
presiunzed urigation, and pubhic voads,

Pl fonng & Z,C’i\inﬂ. Comnussion reconuniended approval of the Pichmeeary Prat on Januany
(). 022

¥ Notiwe of the public hearing was provided inaccordance with CCZO 307-05-01, Agency niolice
was provided on 1721422, .\L,\"\p(.pr,( notice was provided on 1 22/22, property owners within 608
were notified by watt oa 1721 22 and the property was posted on 1728722

T Phe vevord consists of exhibiis & testimony as provided as part ot the pubhic hearimgon 16 22,
22204722 the stadUveport, and alb intormation cortamed ni DSD case fle SDIO200:027

Conclusions of Law
Section D7-17-09(5) A of the Canyon County Zoning Ordinanee (COZON staes

1 The board shalf consider the comeisyion's recommendation ana noticed public hearing,

s The Planning & Zoning Commission recormendad approval of the prelininan plas oo
62022

ATy
At the public hearing, the P&Y Cotnssion reconunended condition no 3 and €

Condion Mo, § requires the applicant o work wath Mogas Panina Plighseay Disiriet oo 26
address contribritions to future improverenss to Geoodson Road as recommiended i the
Tiath Imp;\-;t Study A recorded agresment between the developer an NPHD 13 required and
shall be vated an the final plat for the subdivision Uhe agreement will ensure that there 13
S0t \h::rang FOr IPEoyeIIengs

Conditian Mo, 6 requires the applicant work s the Ure districtreaarding fire sappiession
vidab agreement, This is based on the apphicant’s agreement with Middieton Fire Diseriet
(Attachioent C).

L | = | ‘ h FINDINGS OF B A0 CONCLENMONS OGP EAYW A ORDER




B

The hoard shall base its findings upon the evidence presented at the board'’s public hearing, and

within thirty (30) calendar days declare its Sindings. It may sustain, modify or refect the

recommendations of the commission and make such findings as are consistent with the provisions of

this chapter and the Idaho Code. The Sindings shall specify:

1. The ordinance and standards used in evaluating the application;

2. The reasons for approval or denial: and

3. I denied, the actions, if uny, that the applicant could take to gain approval of the proposed
suhdivision

As reviewed and subject to conditions of approval, the proposed preliminary plat is in conformance
with CCZO Article 17, Idaho Code, Sections 67-6512, 6509 and 6535 (Subdivisions, Hearings,
Decisions, and Idaho Code 31-3805 (Irrigation), and Sections 50-1301 through 501329 (Platting).

Conditions of Approval

1.

SD2020-0027 - Stadium Subdivision No. 2

All subdivision improvements and amenities shall be bonded or completed prior to the
Board of County Commissioner's signature on the final plat.

Historic irrigation lateral, drain, and ditch flow pattems shall be maintained unless approved in
writing by the local irrigation district or ditch company.

Finish grades at subdivision boundaries shall match existing finish grades. Runoff shall be maintained
on subdivision property unless otherwise approved.

An approved Subdivision Engineering Report (SER) shall be provided with the application for
final plat.

The applicant shall meet the requirements of Notus Parma Highway District as outlined in
Attachment B. Evidence of compliance shall be the signing of the final plat by Notus-Parma
Highway District.

a. Prior to final plat approval, the applicant/developer shall work with Notus-Parma Highway
District to address, through a recorded agrecment, contributions to future improvement to
Goodson Road as stated and recommended in the Traffic Impact Study dated December 2021
(Page 18). The agreement shall be noted on the final plat.

Prior to final plat approval, fire sprinklers may be required in each residence and enforced through
CC&Rs as agreed upon by the applicant to Middleton Fire District (Attachment C). Middleton Fire
District shall review and approve the language regarding fire sprinkier regulations and enforcement
within the CC&Rs prior to final plat approval and recordation of the CC&Rs.

A landscaped entry to the subdivision and monument sign shall be provided.

The applicant shall adhere to the Trail Plan proposed for the subdivision (Attachment D). Access,
allowable uses, signage, and maintenance shall be included in the CCR’s.

a. Trail pathway signage shall include verbiage discouraging use of the Goodson road right-of-way.

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & ORDER 2
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tie Board of Couniy Conuntssioners approve Case w SD2H20-002 7 a request |
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4 Roadway design shall meet ACCHD Section 3040 Alignment.

a. The following roadway information wilt need to be provide in order to verify compliance
with the AASHTO green book:

1. Horizontal Alignments
1. Stationing
2. PC/PT's
3 Tangent Lengths & Bearings
4. Curve Information

. Vertical Alignments (Profiles)
1. Grades
2. Vertical Curves
3. intersection Stations

b Intersection Site Distance shall meet Standard Orawing ACCHD-107A & 1078

€. local Road intersections shall have a minimum 30-foot radius curve connecting
intersection right-of-way lines,

d. Local Roads at cut-de-sac bulbs shall have a minimum 20-foot radius curve.

e. Maximum length of 3 cul-de-sac on a rural roadway is 1,320-feet, servicing no more
than 20 lots.

5. Rural Roadway Spacing shall be per ACCHD Section 3061 Intersection and Approach Policy per
the intended use

2. Proposed rural roadway access locations shall be per the approved variance request by
the NPHD

b. Minimum rural driveway spacing is 140-ft.

6. Cul-de-sac at the terminal ends of all public streets designed in accordance with Standard
Drawing ACCHD-104.

7. Two Lane Rural Road Section shall meet Standard Drawing ACCHD-101.
8. Drainage design will be required per ACCHD Section 3070.

a.  Alidrainage features for the development shall be designed by an Idaho Registered
Protessional Engineer and approved by the NPHD in conjunction with the roadway
plans.

b. Drainage casements shall be sized in accordance with an approved drainage report The
drainage report will need to address the following:

t. Design Storm

1. Conveyance Systems (Ditches, Pipes, Inlets, Curb & Gutter, and other facilities)

i Secondary Conveyance Systems

wv. Detention Basins

v Retention Basins / Subsurface Disposal Systems

¢ The Homeowner's Association, underlying property owner or adjacent property owner

Is responsible for al! storm drainage facihties outside the public right-of-way, including
all routine and heavy maintenance

9. Detention/Retention Facilities shall be sized in accordance with ACCHD Section 3070.

$D2020-0027 - Stadium Subdivision No, 2 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & ORDER 10




Attachment C

Seplember 23, 2021

Victor (slas

Disteict Headquarters & Fire Station #1
11665 W State St., Suite B

Star, ID 83669

SUBJECT: Stadium Subdlvision No. 2 - Fire Suppression Sprinkiers

Dear Victor:

sprinkler system Is provided.

This requirement will be mandated on the Stadium Project provided the District allows more than thirty
{30} dwelling units per phase with a single access road.

Thank you for working with us on this matter,

Sincerely,

Mike Conldin
LA.PS. of Kaho LLC
P:208-941-8458 | £: mconklin re@gmall.com

SD2020-0027 - Stadium Subdivision No, 2 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & ORDER 12
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$D2020-0027 - Stadwumn Subdivision No, 2

rodiner Satd v Mo g
BELIERE BB

INTRODUCTION

This report addresses the multi-use trai inc uded as part of the proposed on site improvements within
the Stadium Subdivision No 2 development, ‘ocated in Canyon County, ldaho. The trail i approx:matcely
18 miles long, meandering throughout the future s te deve opment Ths report ‘ncludes the location,
design requirements, access, allowed uses, proper $Ignage requ rements, and requ red maintenance for
the future amenity.

LOCATION

The general topography of the West Treasure Vatey includes fow undu'ating hills des, open space, and
small river valleys. The western and northeen reach {Caidweir, Notus, Parma, Middieton, Greenleat,
Wilder) Is primarily cuftivated land or pasture and remains largely undeve'oped. The proposed
development is located w th n Section 18, Townsh p 5 North, Range 3 West, Boise Merld an Canyon
County, Idaho. The site s ‘ocated ncar the Northwestern corner of Goodson Road and Wagner Road as
shown in Figure 1. Ths focation will provide equestrian recreation, walking/running, and bcyc e
opportunities for future homeowners and the genera public. These tra'lhead and recreaton
opportunities, usually found n rural or w diand settings, brng a evel of cnjoyment that is difficult to
duplicate in highly developed or urban areas.

DESIGN REQUIREMENTS

In order to appeal to users, the overa | trai will incorporate pedestrian, equestrian, and bikeway des:gn
concepts appropriate to the site ¢ imate, soils, topography, and vegetation The trail is to be 6 to 8’ wide
and constructed with road mix 6r coarse sand The tra shait be desgned to avoid barriers, roadway
crossings, laege drainage channels, and private property boundarics when possible. The path should be
designed to match the adjacent roadway grades in the proposed deve'opment and have a m nimum 8
separation from the roadway drive lanes for safety cons'derations Typ ca' urban bike lanes are adjacent
1o traffic which tan create unsafe conditions for bicycle rders Prov dng separation between the drive
lanes and the trail will be benefica to the tral users to help reduce the potential for horses from
developing nervous energy and cau SINg (njury 1o the rider Pathway arcas will be sloped to drain so that

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & ORDER 14
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Appendix A: Trail Plan Map
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Appendix 8: Roadway Cross Section
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AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

THIS AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (Agreement”) by and between
Canyon County, a political subdivision of the State of Idaho (“County”), the Glen C. Olsen and Evelyn J.
Olsen Living Trust (“Olsen”) and J.A.P.S. of idaho, LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company (“LLC")
(collectively referred to as “Parties” and individually as “Party”) is entered into and effective this __
day of January 5, 2017 and hereby amends and restates the Development Agreement entered into by
the Parties October 13, 2010 and the First Amended Development Agreement dated November 21, 2012
(jointly referred to as "Previous Agreement”) as set forth herein.

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the Parties entered into the Previous Agreement as part of the mutual effort by LLC
and Olsen to conditionally rezone their properties;

WHEREAS, LLC and Olsen continue to have a cooperative relationship however they recognize
that that relationship may not be the same in the future when dealing with heirs, an estate and/or with
different entities; and

WHEREAS, Olsen and LLC continue to support one another's respective plans for their
properties however they recognize that those plans are distinct and different; and

WHEREAS, LLC owns Canyon County tax parcels R37887024, R37887022 and R37887024A which
when combined consists of approximately 222.6 acres and which are cumulatively referred to hereafter
as “Property 1” which is more specifically described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated by
reference herein;

WHEREAS, Olsen owns Canyon County tax parcels R37887, R378870248 which when combined
consists of approximately 134.3 acres and which are cumulatively referred to hereafter as “Property 2”
and which is more specifically described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated by reference
herein;

WHEREAS, Olsen owns Canyon County tax parcels R3790001000 which consists of
approximately 18.5 acres which is referred to hereafter as “Property 3” and is more specifically
described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein;

WHEREAS, LLC and Olsen desire to articulate the specific number of lots allowed under the
previous approval by the County rather than describe how the maximum number of lots allowed on the
respective properties is to be calculated;

WHEREAS, LLC and Olsen recognize that it makes sense and will be more efficient to specify the
duties and obligations applicable to the respective Properties that are the subject of this Agreement;

and

WHEREAS, LLC and Olsen desire to amend, replace and restate the Previous Agreement via this
Agreement; and

AGREEMENT PaGe 1 oF 36
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WHEREAS, following notice and public hearing in accordance with Canyon County Code the
Canyon County Commissioners found that this Amended and restated Development Agreement is in the
best interest of the public and the Parties desire to amend, replace and restate the Development

Agreement.

NOW THEREFORE, based upon good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of
which is hereby recognized, the Parties agree as follows:

1.

AGREEMENT

PROPERTY

LLC owns Property 1 which is more specifically described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and
incorporated by reference herein. Olsen owns Property 2 and Property 3 which are more
specifically described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.
The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall run with Property 1, Property 2 and
Property 3 and remain in effect respectively until terminated in accordance with the terms
contained herein and Idaho Code. Property 1, Property 2 and Property 3 may jointly be
referred to herein as the “Subject Properties” and individually as “Property.” LLC and Olsen
represent that they each have a legal or equitable interest in their respective properties and
that all other persons/entities holding legal or equitable interests in the Subject Properties
are to be bound by this Agreement. The use of the term “owner” and “development” refers
to the owner and the development of Property 1, Property 2 or Property 3 respectively in
accordance with the context of the use of those terms.

AUTHORIZATION

2.1 This Agreement is authorized by Idaho Code §67-6511A; Canyon County Code of
Ordinances 07-06-07 (Conditional Rezoning); and Canyon County Amended Resolution
Number 95-232.

2.2 This Agreement shall vest the right to develop the Property 1, Property 2 and Property 3
as described and restricted in Exhibit B, attached hereto and incorporated by reference
herein. The failure of a Party to comply with the terms and conditions of this
Agreement applicable to Property 1, Property 2 or Property 3, as applicable, constitutes
a default of this Agreement as to that Party and the applicable Property.

STRUCTURE

Titles and subtitles of this Agreement are only used for organization and structure and the
language in each paragraph of this Agreement should control with regard to determining
the intent and meaning of the parties.

LAWS AND REGULATIONS

Olsen and LLC shall comply with applicable state and federal laws and regulations. LLC and
Olsen shall comply with applicable county ordinances and the terms of this Agreement. This
Agreement shall not prevent the County in subsequent actions applicable to the respective
Property from applying new ordinances and regulations that do not conflict with the
commitments applicable to each Property as set forth in this Agreement and from applying
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the requirements imposed by Canyon County Amended Resolution Number 95-232. This
Agreement shall not preclude the application of any law or regulation, specifically mandated
and required by changes in state or federal laws or regulations, to the Subject Properties. In
the event such law prevents or precludes compliance with one or more provisions of this
Agreement, the County and the LLC and/or Olsen, as applicable, shall meet and confer to
determine how provisions of this Agreement would need to be modified or suspended in
order to comply with the law and shall prepare and process the necessary amendment(s) to
this Agreement or the parties may mutually elect to terminate this Agreement. Nothingin
this Agreement shall be construed to be in derogation of the County’s police power to
protect the health, safety, and general welfare of the public. Any reference to laws,
ordinances, rules, regulations, or resolutions shall include such laws, ordinances, rules,
regulations, or resolutions as they have been, or as they may hereafter be amended and to
the extent they are not in conflict with the provisions of this Agreement. Further, LLC and
Olsen agree to respectively indemnify, defend and hold harmless County for any loss,
expense, or damage of any type experienced by County as a result of their violation of the
guarantee requirements of this paragraph.

5 LIABILITY, INDEMNITY AND COOPERATION

5.1 LLC and Olsen shall defend, indemnify and hold County, its officers, agents, employees,
contractors and subcontractors harmless for injuries to persons or property resulting
from the negligence or willful conduct of their respective officers, agents, employees,
contractors and subcontractors in performing the duties described in this Agreement.

In the event County is alleged to be liable in any manner, as a result of acts, omissions,
willful conduct and/or negligence of LLC or Olsen, LLC or Olsen shall respectively
indemnify and hold County, its officers, agents, employees, contractors and
subcontractors harmless from and against all liability, claims, loss, costs, and expenses
arising out of this Agreement. LLC or Owner shall defend against such allegations
through counsel chosen by County and LLC or Owner shall bear all costs, fees, and
expenses of such defense, including, but not limited to, all attorney fees and expenses,
court costs, and expert witness fees and expenses.

5.2 LLC and Olsen acknowledge that notices, meetings, and hearings have been lawfully and
properly given and held by the County with respect to LLC’s and Olsen’s conditional
rezone application in Development Services Department Case Number CPR2009-1 and
any related or resulting development agreements, ordinances, rules and regulations,
resolutions or orders of the Board of County Commissioners. LLC and Olsen agree not to
challenge the lawfulness, procedures, proceedings, correctness or validity of any of such
notices, meetings, hearings, development agreements, ordinances, rules, regulations,
resolutions or orders.

6. ZONING REVERSION CONSENT

The execution of this Agreement shall be deemed written consent by LLC and Olsen to
change the zoning of Property 1, Property 2 and Property 3, as applicable, to its prior
designation upon default of the terms and conditions of this Agreement as to Property 1,
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Property 2 or Property 3. Any reversion shall only be applicable to respective Property to
which the default applies. No reversion shall take place until after a hearing on this matter
pursuant to Idaho Code §67-6511A. Upon notice and hearing, as provided in this
Agreement and in Idaho Code §67-6509, if the County finds that the LLC or Olsen has not
substantially complied with this Agreement, the Board of County Commissioners may order
that the Property owned by Olsen or LLC which is the subject to the default will revert to the
zoning designation (and land uses allowed by that zoning designation) existing immediately
prior to the rezone action, i.e., the property conditionally rezoned from “A” (Agricultural)
Zone designation to “RR” (Rural Residential) Zone designation shall revert back to the “A”
(Agricultural) Zone designation.

7. ANNUAL REVIEW

County may, while this Agreement is in effect, annually review the extent of good faith
substantial compliance with the terms of this Agreement. LLC and/or Olsen shall have the
duty to demonstrate good faith compliance with the terms of this Agreement during such
review.

8. DEFAULT AND TERMINATION

8.1 Failure or unreasonable delay by the owner of Property 1, Property 2 or Property 3 to
perform any term or provision of this Agreement applicable to that Property shall
constitute a violation under this Agreement and may result in termination of this
agreement and reversion of the zoning as to that Property. Prior to termination as set
forth herein, the County shall provide written notice of such violation. Said notice shall
specify the nature of the alleged violation and the manner in which said violation may
be satisfactorily cured. If the nature of the alleged violation is such that it cannot
reasonably be cured within 90 days after written notice, the commencement of the cure
within such time period and the diligent prosecution to completion of the cure shall be
deemed a cure within such period. Subject to the foregoing, after notice and expiration
of the 90-day period without cure, the violation may be deemed by the County to be a
default under this Agreement and the County, solely as its option, may institute legal
proceedings pursuant to this Agreement and/or give notice of intent to terminate the
agreement as to the Property in question, and, in either event, the owner of the
applicable Property shall not be entitled to any additional time to cure such violation.

8.2 In the event the County violates the terms of this Agreement, the owner of each of the
Subject Properties shall have all rights and remedies provided herein or under applicable
law, including without limitation the right to seek specific performance by the County,
injunctive relief and/or other damages.

8.3 In addition to specific provisions of this Agreement, performance by either the County
or the owner of each of the Subject Properties shall not be deemed to be in default
where delays or defaults are due to war, insurrection, strike, walk-out, riot, flood,
earthquake, fire, casualty, or act of God. As long as a Party has provided governmental
agencies all necessary information in a timely manner, performance hereunder shall not
be deemed in default where delays or defaults are due to governmental agencies. An
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extension of time necessary to gain approval of another independent governmental
agency as required in the conditions of approval will be granted upon written request.
The grant of a time extension shall be in writing and shall specify the period of excused
delay.

8.4 This Agreement automatically terminates as to each of the Subject Properties upon

completion of conditions of the Conditional Rezone and/or this Agreement applicable to
that Property (Property 1, Property 2 or Property 3).

9. RELATIONSHIP OF PARTIES

It is understood that this Agreement between the Parties is such that LLC and Olsen are
independent parties and are not agents of the County.

10. NOTICE

AGREEMENT

10.1 Any notice, demand, or other communication (hereinafter “Notice") given under this

Agreement shall be in writing and given personally or by registered or certified mail
(return receipt requested). If given by registered or certified mail, a notice shall be
deemed to have been given and received on actual receipt by the addressee. If
personally delivered, a notice shall be deemed to have been given when delivered to
the Party to whom it is addressed. A courtesy copy of the notice may be sent by
electronic means or facsimile transmission. Any party may designate any other
address in substitution of the address contained herein by like written notice.

10.2 Notices shall be given to the parties at their addresses set forth below:

If to County, to:

Canyon County Development Services Dept.
111 N. 11*" Avenue, #140

Caldwell, Idaho 83605

Attention: Director

Telephone: 208-454-7458

Facsimile: 208-454-6633

With copy to:

Canyon County

Attn: Chief Civil Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
1115 Albany Street

Caldwell, Idaho 83605

Telephone: 208-454-7391

Facsimile: 208-455-5955
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If to LLC, to:

JAPS of Idaho, LLC
Manager Jay Gibbons
10167 Willis Road
Middleton, idaho 83644

if to Olsen, to

Glen C. Olsen, Trustee
17506 Goodson Road
Caldwell, Idaho 83607

11. ASSIGNMENT

Olsen and LLC shall each continue to be responsible for performing their respective
obligations under this Agreement as to a transferred parcel until such time as there is
delivered to the County a legally binding instrument, in a form reasonably acceptable to the
County, whereby Transferee agrees to be subject to this Agreement and perform and
comply with all terms and conditions and/or other obligations of this Agreement applicable
to the transferred parcel as set forth in Idaho Code § 67-6511A.

12. ENTIRE AGREEMENT, COUNTERPARTS AND RECORDING

12.1 This writing embodies the entire agreement between the Parties. There are no
promises, terms, conditions, or obligations other than those contained in this
Agreement. All previous and contemporaneous communications, representations, or
agreements, either verbal or written, between the Parties are superseded and
replaced by this Agreement.

12.2 The recitals to this Agreement are incorporated into this Agreement by this reference
as if fully set forth herein.

12.3 The County shall record an executed original of this Agreement at the Canyon County
Recorder's Office. Olsen and LLC agree that they may be required by the County pay
any recording fees necessary to record this Agreement with the Canyon County
Recorder's Office.

13. COVENANTS APPURTENANT

The covenants and conditions applicable to Property 1, Property 2 and Property 3 as set
forth herein shall be appurtenant to and run with the land and shall be binding upon Olsen
and LLC, as applicable, and their heirs, successors, and assigns.

14. MISCELLANEOUS

14.1 Amendment. Modifications to this Agreement may be made only by the written
permission of the Board of Canyon County Commissioners after complying with the
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AGREEMENT

14.2

14.3

14.4

145

14.6

14.7

14.8

notice and hearing provisions of Idaho Code, § 67-6511A. Any amendment(s) to this
Agreement shall be recorded by the Party seeking the amendment.

Interpretation. Unless otherwise specifically defined herein, capitalized terms used
herein shall have the same meaning as ascribed to such terms either in the Local Land
Use Planning Act, Idaho Code §§ 67-6501 et seq. or Chapter 7 of the Canyon County
Code, as the case may be. In the event of any conflict between terms in the state
statute and terms in the County Code, the terms in the state statute shall prevail. Any
term contained in this Agreement not so defined shall be given general common
understanding.

No Agency, Joint Venture or Partnership. The County, Olsen and LLC hereby renounce
the existence of any form of joint venture or partnership between the County and
Olsen or the County and LLC. Parties agree that nothing contained herein or in any
document executed in connection herewith shalt be construed as making the County
joint ventures or partners of Olsen or LLC.

Severability. If any provision of this agreement or the application of any provision of
this Agreement to a particular situation is held by a court of competent jurisdiction to
be invalid, void, or unenforceable, such provision shall be disregarded and the
remaining portions of this Agreement shall continue in effect. However, if such
provision is not severable from the balance of the Agreement so that the mutually
dependent rights and obligations of the County and the owner of the applicable
Property remain materially unaffected, this Agreement shall become void as to the
County and the owner of Property 1, 2 and/or 3, as applicable.

Construction. This Agreement has been reviewed by the Parties and each has had the
opportunity to have its legal counsel review and revise the Agreement; therefore, the
Parties agree that no presumption or rule that ambiguities shall be construed against
a particular Party shall apply to the interpretation or enforcement of this Agreement.

Choice of Law. This Agreement and its performance shall be construed in accordance
with and governed by the laws of the state of Idaho, with venue for any action
brought pursuant to this Agreement to be in the Third Judicial District, State of Idaho.

Waivers. No provision or condition of this Agreement shall be considered waived
unless duly amended as provided in Section 14.1. The failure of a Party to require
strict performance of any term or condition of this Agreement or to exercise any
option herein conferred in any one or all instances shall not be construed to be a
waiver or relinquishment of any such term or condition, but the same shall be and
remain in full force and effect, unless such waiver is evidenced by the prior written
consent of the Party.

Third Party Beneficiaries. Nothing contained herein shall create any relationship,
contractual or otherwise, with, or any rights in favor of any third party.
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14.9 Previous Agreement. The Previous Agreement entered into by the Parties is
superseded and replaced with this restated Agreement and the rights and obligations
of the County, Olsen and LLC are contained in this Agreement.

14.10 Subsequent Development. Any subsequent development of Property 1, Property 2 or
Property 3 does not require the consent of the owner of the either of the other
aforementioned properties. Any increase in the number of lots allowed on any of the
aforementioned properties is only permitted by amendment to this Agreement as to
that Property.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned as Parties to this Amended and Restated Development
Agreement have affixed their signatures as of the day and year first hereinabove written.

J.A.P.S. OF IDAHO LLC:

Jay Gibbons,
JAPS, LLC

Mike Conklin

Glen C. Olsen
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned as Parties to this Amended and Restated Development
Agreement have affixed their signatures as of the day and year first hereinabove written.

J.A.P.S. OF IDAHO, LLC

J.A.P.S. of idaho, LLC

GLEN C. OLSEN AND EVELYN J. OLSEN LIVING TRUST

i (D (Peetr

Glen C. Olsen, Trustee

BOARD OF CANYON COUNTY COMMISSIONERS:

Steven J. Rule, Chairman

Commissioner Craig L. Hanson

Commissioner Tom Dale

Attest:

~bEG-&-Otsen -Amended and Restated-Development AFeement
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STATE OF IDAHO )
):ss
County of Canyon )

On thisZ'_ day of SHMUIAY 20/ 7, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said
state, personally appeared Jay Gibbons, known or identified to me to be the Manager of J.A.P.S. of Idaho, LLC and
the person who executed the foregoing instrument on behalf of said company, and acknowledged to me that he
executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year first

ALAN D. MI NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO
LLS
Notary Pubiic Residing at: M/’Zf/—

A s” of "’h“ A My commission expires: __<&777 7, 2oLz

STATE OF IDAHO )
):ss
County of Canyon )

+
On this ﬁday of A:r//ﬂ/yl/( 7 , 20_[], before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for
said state, personally appeared Glen C. Olsen known or identified to me to be the Trustee of the Glen C. Olsen
and Evelyn J Olsen Living Trust and the person who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged to me
that he executed the same on behalf of said Trust.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year first

A A Y

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO
Residing at: ///ﬂﬂlfﬁﬂ
My commission expires: &4 71, Ro//

ALAN D, MILLS

ALAN D, MILLS
Notary Public
State of Idaho
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Canyon County/Lo

y Commissioner

Canyon County Commissioner

Attest: | /314"
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STATE OF IDAHO )

):ss
County of Canyon )
On this day of , 2017, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said

state, personally appeared Jay Gibbons, known or identified to me to be the Manager of J.A.P.S,, LLC
and the person who executed the foregoing instrument on behalf of said company, and acknowledged
to me that he executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and
year first above written.

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO
Residing at:
My commission expires:

STATE OF IDAHO )
):ss
County of Canyon )
On this day of , 2017, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said

state, personally appeared Glen C. Olsen known or identified to me to be the Trustee of the Glen C.
Olsen and Evelyn J Olsen Living Trust and the person who executed the foregoing instrument and
acknowledged to me that he executed the same on behalf of said Trust.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and
year first above written.

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO
Residing at:
My commission expires:
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EXHIBIT A — LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS
PROPERTY 1

Consisting of the property described in the attached Special Warranty Deed and Quitclaim Deed totaling
nine (9) Pages
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“R31387022

File No.: 200607445

This parcel consists of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter, the Soutbwest Quarter of

the Northeast Quarter and the West Half of the Northeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter of

Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 3 West of the Boise Meridian, Canyon County, Ydaho and is
more particularly described as follows: )

BEGINNING at the Southwest corner of said West Half of the Northesst Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter of said Section 18, a found G.L.O brags cap mooument; thence
North 0° 13’ 09" East along the West boundary of said West Half of the No
of the Southeast Quarter a distance of 1,318.67 feet
the Northeast Quiarter of the Southeast Quarter,
North 89° 59° 20" West along the South

rtheast Quarter
to the Northwest corner of sald West Half of

distance of 2,646.06 feet

to the Southwest corner of sajd Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter, a found G,1.0., brass

cap monument; thence

North 0° 04’ 52" East along the West boundary of said §
Quarter a distance of 1,316.05 feet to the Northwest corner o
Northwest Quarter, a 5/8 x 30 jnch rebar set with a plastic ¢

South 89° 57° 21 East along the North boundary of

Northwest Quarter a distance of 1,321,84 feet to the Northwest corner of sald Southwest Quarter
of the Northeast Quarter, a found G.L.O. brass cap monument; thence
'North 89° 55’ 05" East along the North bounndary of said Southwest Quarter of the
Northeast Quarter a distance of 1,325.82 feet to the Northeast corner of said Southwest Quarter of
the Northeast Quarter, a found 5/8 inch diameter rebar; thence
South 0° 09° 00” West along the East boundary of said Southwes

Quarter a distance of 1,317.44 feet to the Southeast corner of said Southwest Quarter of the
Northeast Quarter, a found G.L.0, brass cap monument; thence

North 89° 58° 587 Exst along the North boundary of the West Half of the Northeast
Quarter of the Southeast Quarter a distance of 662.37 feet to0 2 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic
cap stamped L.S. 3627; thence

South 0° 13* 38» West along the Ea.st boundary of said West Half of the Nortbeast Quarter
of the Southeast Quarter & distance of 1,321.02 feet to a 5/8 x 30 inch rebar set with a plastic cap
stamped L.S, 3627; thence

North 89° 48* 51" Wesi along the South boundary of said West Quarter of the Northeast
Quarter of the Southeast Quarter a distance of 662,17 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

outheast Quarter of the Northwest
f said Southeast Quarter of the

ap stamped L.S. 3627; thence

said Southeast Quarter of the

t Quarter of the Northeast
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Project No. 06145
Date: November 13, 2012
Page 1 of 3

A portion of the NW1/4 of the SE1/4, the NE1/4 of the SW1/4, the SE1/4 of the SW1/4,
Government Lot 3 and Government Lot 4, all in Scction 18, Township 5 North, Range 3 West,
Boise Meridian, Canyon County, Idaho, and being a portion of Parce] 4, as shown on Record of
Survey No. 200656701, Records of Canyon County, Idaho, described as follows:

BEGINNING at the west ane-quarter corner of said Section 18; thence, along the north line
of said Government Lot 3,

1) §.89°17°33"E., 1473.57 feet to the northeast corner of said Government Lol 3;
thence, glong the north line of said NE1/4 of the SW1/4 and the NW1/4 of the SE1/4,

2) S.:89°18°00™E., 2646.16 feet to the northeast comer of said NW1/4 of the SE1/4;
thence, along the east line thereof,

3) 5.00°54°19"W., 1090.65 fect to the exterior boundary of Warranty Deed Instrument
No. 2012018177; thence, along said boundary the following courscs:

4) N.30°00°00”W., 541.31 feet; thence,

5) N.60°00'00”W., 643.03 feet; thence,

6) N.57°10°22"W., 318.82 feet more or less, to the prolongation and the centerline of an
underground irrigation siphon; thence along the prolongation and centerline of said
siphon,

7) S.88°43°57"W., 553.09 feet to the centerline of an irrigation ditch; thence, continuing
along said boundary, along said centerline the following courses:

8) §.01°12°54"E,, 265.18 feet; theyce,

9) S.58°57°38"W., 83.94 feet; thence,

10) S.83°40°31™W., 96.10 feet; thence,

11)8.51°48°28"W., 139.11 feet; thence,

12) 8.80°22°45”W., 60.60 feet; thence,

13)N.40°32°23"W., 124.20 feet to the beginning of a non-tangent curve; thence,

14) Westerly along said curve to the lefi, having a radius of 119.27 feet, an arc length of
137.13 feet, through a central angle of 65°52°28", and a long chord which bears
N.83°46°34"W, 129.70 feet; thence, non-tangent from said curve,

15)S.01°532TE., 155.94 feet; thence,

16) S.18°37°05”E., 257.76 feet; thence,

17)8.50°12°50"W., 157.88 feet; thence,

18)8.07°07°35"W., 196.81 feet; thence,

et éij(‘ eemv\*_ Amrended-nnd-Restatet-Development-Agresmeont
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Project No. 06145
Date: November 13, 2012
Page 2 of 3

19)8.71°19°38"W., 129.34 feet to the beginning of a non-tangent curve; thence,

20) Westerly along said curve to the right, having a radius of 228.27 fect, an arc length of
185.78 feet, through a central angle 0f 46°37°54”, and a long chord which bears
N.81°55°56"'W., 180.70 feet to a non-tangent point of reverse curvature; thence,

21) Southwesterly along said curve to the lefi, having a radivs 07 61,61 feet, an arc length
of 150.68 feet, through a central angle of 140°07°27", and a long chord which bears
8.46°01°17"W., 115.83 feet; thence, non-tangent from said curve,

22)8.23°20°13”E., 164,10 feet; thence,

23)8.10°49°50"W., 209.81 feet to the beginning of a non-tangent curve; thence,

24) Southwesterly along said curve to the right, having a radius of 108.60 feet, an arc
length of 156.46 feet, through a central angle of 82°32°43", and a long chord which
bears 8.50°39°22"W., 143.27 feet; thence, non-tangent from said curve,

25)N.58°33'10"W., 286.32 feet; thence,

26)N.88°52'34"W., 149,63 feel to the beginning of a non-tangent curve; thence,

27) Northwesterly along said curve to the right, having a radius of 244.35 feet, an arc
length of 176.43 feet, through a central angle 0f 41°22'12”; and & long chord which
bears N.68°13°39"W,, 172.62 feet to a non-tangent point of reverse curvature; thence,

28) Southwesterly along said curve to the lefl, having a radius of 47.27 feet, an arc length

of 90.51 feet, through a central angle of 109°42°16”, and a long chord which bears,
8.69°49°07"W., 77.31 feet; thence,

29)8.09°58°12"E., 257.72 feet; thence,

30)8.22°34°03"E., 363.29 feet; thence,

31)8.02°07°19"W., 253.33 feet; thence,

32)8.46°02°27 L., 304.59 feet; thence, leaving said centerline and the exterior boundary
of said Warranty Deed, along a line parallel with and 50.00 feet north of the south
boundary of said Government Lot 4,

33)N.89°25'41"W., 339.32 feet to the east boundary of Parcel 2, as shown on Record of
Survey Instrument No.200509686, Records of Canyon County, Idaho; thence, along
said boundary,

34)N.15°53°39"W., 237.20 feet 1o the north boundary of said Parcel 2; thence, along said
north boundary, and the north boundary of Parcel 3 as shown on said Record of
Survey Instrument No.200509686, Records 6f Canyon County, daho,

35)N.89°26°06”W., 490.13 feet; thence,
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Project No. 06145
Date: November 13, 2012
Page 3 of 3

36)N.57°31°23"W., 336.27 feet to the west boundary of said Government Lot 4; thence,
along said boundary

37)N.00°43"14"E., 526.15 feet to the south 1/16 corner of Section 13, Township 5 North,
Range 4 West, thence continuing along the west boundary of said Government Lot 4,

38)N.00°47°34"E., 343.41 feet to the northwest comer of said Government Lot 4 and the
southwest comer of said Government Lot 3; thence, along the west boundary of said
Govermment Lot 3

39)N.00°38'047E., 1315.21 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

This survey was prepared from record documents, no field survey was performed. T-O
Engineers, Inc. assumes no liability for accuracy of the record documents and present or
future compliance with governing agencies pertaining to restrictions on building, access, or
septic permitting.
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Date: November 13, 2012
Page 1 of 2

A portion of the NE1/4 of the SE1/4, the SE1/4 of the SE1/4 and the SW1/4 of the SE1/4 of
Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian, Canyon County, Idaho, and being

a portion of Parcel 4, as shown on Record of Survey No. 200656701, Records of Canyon
County, ldaho, described as follows:

COMMENCING at the southeast comer of said Section 1
boundary of said SE1/4 of the SE1/4,
A) N.89°09°48"W., 958.08 feet; thence,
B) N.00°50°12”E., 50.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence, along a linc
50.00 feet north and parallel with said south boundary of the SE1/4 of the SE1/4,

8; thence, along the south

1) N.89°09°48”W., 364.74 feel to the west boundary of said SE1/4 of the SE1/4, thence
continning along said paraliei line, along the south boundary of said SW1/4 of the
SE1/4,

2) N.89°09°14"W., 443.93 feet to the exterior boundary of Warranty Deed Instrument

No. 2012018177, Records of Canyon County, ldaho; thence, along said exterior
boundary the following courses;

3) N.00°00°007E., 71.30 feet; thence,

4) N.45°00°00"E., 731.95 feet; thence,

5) N.00°00°00“E., 677.42 fect to the north boundary of said SE1/4 of the SE1/4; thence,
leaving the exterior boundary of said Warranty Deed, along said north boundary,

6) 5.89°07°14"E., 607.54 feet; thence,

7y N.00°54*49"E., 178.22 feet more or less to the west boundaty of Overview Acres
Subdivision, Recorded in Book 36 of Plats at Page 5, Instrument No. 200522864,
Records of Canyon County, Idaho; thence, along the exterior boundary of said
Subdivision the following courses:

8) S.13°34°15"E., 257.33 feet; thence,

9) S.09°13°53"W., 443.47 feet; thence,

10) 8.37°20°54"W., 67.34 feet; thence,

11)5.00°55°13"W., 109.38 feet to the east boundary of an existing 60.00 foot wide
Ingress, Egress and Utility Easement as shown on said Subdivision Plat, Recorded as
Instrument No. 9935524, Records of Canyon County, Idaho; thence, leaving the

exterior boundary of said Subdivision, along the east boundary of said Easement the
following courses:
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12) $.64°34'30"W., 119.59 feet; thenee,
13)8.32°16°43"W., 102.58 feet; thence,
14) $.25°16°33"W., 174.86 fect; thence,
15)8.05°25"14”W., 301.43 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

This survey was prepared from record documents, no field survey was performed. T-O
Engineers, Inc. assumes no liabllity for accuracy of the record documents and present or

future compliance with governing agencies pertaining to restrictions on building, access, or
septic permitting.

(Tof 26
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PROPERTY 2
Consisting of the property described in the attached Quitclaim Deed totaling four (4) Pages
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Parcel 1

L.

This parcel is a portion of the SE Y4 SW Y and the SW Y% SE
North, Range 3 West of the Boise Meridian, Canyon County,
described as follows:

¥ of Section 18 in Township 5
Idaho and is more particularly

BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SE % SW Y%, (8 ¥4 Comer, Section 18);

thence North 89° 09 43" West along the South boundary of the SE % SW ¥ a distance of
478.55 feet;

thence North 02° 04' 20" West a distance of 50.07 feet;
thence North 89° 09' 43" West a distance of 807.07 feet;

thence along a curve to the right having a radius of 20.00 feet and a central angle of 89° 57'

28" for an arc length of 31.40 feet, said curve having a chord bearing of North 44° 10 59"
West a distance of 28.27 feet;

thence North 00° 47' 45" East a distance of 96.69 feet;

thence alpng a curve to the right having a radius of 255.00 feet and & central angle of 34° 26'

06" for an arc length of 153.26 feet, said curve having a chord bearing of North 18° 00’ 48"
East a distance of 150.96 feet;

thence North 35° 137 53" Edist a distance of 592.57 feet;

thence along a curve to the right baving a radius of 255.00 feet and a central angle of 07° 09’

40" for an drc length of 31.87 feet, said curve having a chord bearing of North 38° 48' 44"
East a distance of 31.85 feet;

thence North 42° 23* 35" East a distance of 2.17 feet;
thence North 42° 24' 50" East a distance of 13.27 feet;

Page 1 of 2

TN {Q.Q.M*‘*_

"?aa‘zq.faco



Moy
I Ski nner Tkomas J. Wellard, PLS
Land’ Survey’ it
Precision Land Surveyors, P.C.
21851 Upper Pleasant Ridge Rd.
Caldwell, Idatio 83607

. (208)454-0933
WO SKINNERLANDSURVES.COM
surveys@skinneriandsirvey.com

Olsen Legal Description
Parcel 1, Page 2 of 2

thence South 34° 22' 23" East a distance of 89.37 feet;
thence South 89° 59' 51" East a distance of 319.98 feet:
thence North 02° 04' 07" West a distance of 200.05 feet;
thence North 89° 15' 09" East a distance of 706.71 feet;
thence South 00° 26' 16" West a distance of 691.54 feet;
thenqe Soﬁth 42° 40' 54" East a distance of 207.46 feet;

thence South 01° 41' 48" East a distance of 145.77 feet to a point on the South boundary of
the SW % SE ¥;

thence North 89° 09' 14" West a distance of 322.82 feet, to the POINT OF BEGINNING,

containing 27.18 acres, more or less, and subject to any and all easements and rights-of-way
of record or implied.

THIS DESCRIPTION WAS WRITTEN FROM RECORD DATA FOUND ON RECORD

OF SURVEY INSTRUMENT NUMBER 2012020109. NO FIELD WORK WAS
PERFORMED TO VERIFY MONUMENT OR THEIR POSITIONS,

Page 2 of 2
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PROPERTY 3
Consisting of the property described in the attached Quitclaim Deed totaling three (3) Pages
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Record of Survey, filed as Jastracrent No's 200656696 end 200656701, Records of Canyon County,
Jdaho, descrided 0e Follows:

COMMENCING st the North quarter comer of suid Seotion 19, from which the West one-
shasenth comer bears N89S0 W., 132249 feet; thence, along the easterly line of the North-
Balf' of the Northaast Quader of the Northwest Quarter of said Section 19, .

A) smz?n'm 50.00 foet o the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence, continuing along said

easlly )ine,

1) 6.00°03'3)"W., 61 lf.amwmm;:”mduwuh
Nextheast Querier o Secticn 19; sthense, along sovitherly
ﬁnthWhlroruNMdehMmm‘:’:ﬂMm
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2) Nmofww.ian.»ﬁuwuwmdummnh
Nos Mo{hﬂw&wm%n{uﬁ&eﬁmlﬁhdﬁghw
?ummrauummuummdﬂw
19,

3) NDC*15'S1"E. 611,33 m;mmmnaso.oohnmﬁmh
portherly {ine of sald Section 19,

4) S2PS0'SSE,, 1322.60 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING: 14.57 acres, movo or Jess,
amcrm:mmnm,m«-w.y. Basemeots and any Broumbeaners,
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EXHIBIT B - CONDITIONS

CONDITIONS APPLICABLE to PROPERTY 1

1. The development shall comply with all applicable federal, state and county laws, ordinances,
rules and regulations that pertain to the property including but not limited to,

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

Notus Parma Highway District #2
Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
Southwest District Health

Middleton Rural Fire District

Black Canyon Irrigation District

2. The development shall comply with the following conditions related to irrigation water:

Anirrigation water delivery system shall be installed to each lot that has
allocated Black Canyon Irrigation District water via underground piping to
provide adequate water supply.

Any Black Canyon Irrigation District ditch. lateral, or drain in the development
shall be piped in accordance with the Black Canyon Irrigation District’s
requirements at time of submittal of the Irrigation Plan.

Run off from the development shall either be contained on site or a sediment
pond or something like a sand, oil or sediment trap, shall be installed before
waste water will be allowed to discharge into the Black Canyon Irrigation District
system.

Discharge pipes, if installed to address waste water, shall meet Black Canyon
Irrigation District specifications.

There shall be no new construction, fences, gates, materials, structures etc.
placed within Black Canyon'’s irrigation District’s right of way without their
written approval.

Notice shall be posted throughout the development that the Black Canyon
Irrigation District’s right of way is not to be used for any public access or use.
The pressurized irrigation system utilizing Black Canyon Irrigation District water
shall be built to the standards of the irrigation district and shall either be offered
to the irrigation district for operation and maintenance, or the developer shall
record a Water User's Maintenance Agreement. Said agreement shall be
recorded with the Canyon County Recorder’s office and a copy shall be provided
to the Development Services Department prior to the BOCC’s signature on the
final plat.

Free and open access shall be maintained throughout the development for the
Black Canyon Irrigation District to operate and maintain all of the district’s
ditches, laterals and drains.

The preliminary and final plats shall be submitted to Black Canyon Irrigation
District for written approval in regards to adequate easements being shown on
the plats. Preliminary approval of the easements on the Phasing plan shall be
submitted to the Development Services Department with the application for
preliminary plat. Final approval of the easements for each phase shall be
submitted with each phase’s application for final plat.

3. The development shall comply with the following conditions related to the public trail systems
throughout the development:

AGREEMENT
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The owner shall install riding/running trails and pathways through the
development that are open and accessible to the public along at least one side
of the public streets that run through the project, excluding the bulb of the cul-
de-sacs.

The trail width shall be 6-8’ wide; the material to be used for bedding the trail
should be course sand or road mix consistency which would be for the ease of
walking and would be conducive for harse and rider use.

The riding and running trails shall be maintained by the Home LLC’s Association.
The maintenance plan for the trails shall be incorporated into the subdivision
covenants, conditions and restrictions (CC&R’s).

Any of the proposed walking and riding paths may be located within the public
right of way with the consent of and in compliance with the requirements of the
Highway District. LLC shall submit a trail plan with the Master Site Plan and LLC
may develop the trails in phases with each phase.

4, The development shall comply with the weed and gopher plan submitted on August 22, 2007.
5. The development shall comply with the following conditions related to platting of the

development:
a.

b.

The “Right to Farm” statement shall be affixed to the plat relating to such
development, as per Idaho Code 22-4501 through 22-4504 et. al.

Property 1 shall be permitted a maximum of 178 residential parcels with a
minimum average lot size of 1.25 acres. Other than the maximum residential lot
count and minimum average lot size as noted above, the Subject Property shall
be developed in accordance with the terms of this Development Agreement and
the applicable Canyon County Code provisions for Rural Residential zoned land.
The Subject Property may be developed in phases. Platting of the various
phases of the Subject Property or any portion thereof shall be in accordance
with Article 17, as amended, of the Canyon County Code.

As phases are developed within the subdivision, they shall be developed in
accordance with the current adopted zoning and subdivision ordinances at the
time of submittal of any new application; however, the specific terms and
provisions of this Agreement will control over conflicting terms or provisions
contained in future zoning or subdivision ordinances.

Approval of an operable fire suppression system or measures meeting the fire
district standards shall be submitted to Development Services Department by
the developer prior to the Board of County Commissioners signature of the final
plat in the first phase. If the initial approval or measures submitted do not
cover the entire development, the applicable approval or measures shall be
submitted with each phase.

6. The developer shall comply with the following conditions related to access and roads for the

development:
a.

AGREEMENT

b.

Crossing agreements from the Bureau of Reclamation shall be submitted to
Development Services Department prior to construction of any road crossing a
District facility.

All internal roads shall be paved and built to Highway District Standards, and
dedicated to the public.

LLC shall meet the requirements of the Notus Parma Highway District
concerning the developer’s reasonable and proportional share of the costs

PAGE 31 OF 36



related to the impact of this development. Proof that this condition has been
met shall be submitted to the Development Services Department with each
phase’s application for final plat.
7. The developer shall submit a Master Site Plan for review and approval of the County with the
submission of the first preliminary plat after an initial preliminary and final plat which plats
Property 1 and Property 2 for separation purposes.
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CONDITIONS APPLICABLE TO PROPERTY TWO

1. The development of any additional lots shall comply with all applicable federal, state and county
laws, ordinances, rules and regulations that pertain to the property including but not limited to,

a. Notus Parma Highway District #2
b. Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
C. Southwest District Health
d. Middleton Rural Fire District
e. Black Canyon Irrigation District
2. The development of any additional lots shall comply with the following conditions related to
irrigation water:
a. Delivery of irrigation water shall meet the requirements of Idaho Code Section
31-3805, as amended, if applicable.
b. If required by the Black Canyon Irrigation District, any district ditch. lateral, or

drain within a newly created lot in the development shall be piped in accordance with
Black Canyon Irrigation District’s requirements at time of submittal of the Irrigation Plan.
C Run off from a lot shall be contained on site.

d. There shall be no new construction, fences, gates, materials, structures etc.
placed within Black Canyon’s irrigation District’s right of way without their written
approval.

e. Notice shall be posted on district rights of way adjacent to a newly created lot
that the Black Canyon Irrigation District’s right of way Is not to be used for any public
access or use.

f. Free and open access shall be maintained as applicable on any newly created lot
for the Black Canyon Irrigation District to operate and maintain all of the district’s
ditches, laterals and drains.

B If applicable, preliminary and final plats shall be submitted to Black Canyon
Irrigation District for written approval in regards to adequate easements being shown
on the plats. Final approval of the easements shall be submitted with an application for
final plat.

3. Creation of additional lots shall comply with the following conditions related to platting:

AGREEMENT

a. The “Right to Farm” statement shall be affixed to the plat, if applicable, relating
to such development, as per idaho Code 22-4501 through 22-4504 et. al.

b. The Property 2 shall limited to up to two additional residential parcels or lots for
a total of three residential parcels or lots including the existing home.

c. If applicable, platting of the parcels shall be in accordance with Article 17, as
amended, of the Canyon County Code.

d. The property shall be developed in accordance with the current adopted zoning
and subdivision ordinances at the time of submittal of any new application; however,
the specific terms and provisions of this Agreement will control over conflicting terms or
provisions contained in future zoning or subdivision ordinances.

e. If required by the district, approval of an operable fire suppression system or
measures meeting the fire district standards shall be submitted to Development
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Services Department prior to the Board of County Commissioners signature on a final

plat.

4. The owner shall comply with the following conditions related to access and roads for the

development:

a. Crossing agreements from the Bureau of Reclamation shall be submitted to
Development Services Department prior to construction of any road crossing a District
facility.
b. Driveways and roads shall comply with the applicable provisions of the Canyon
County code.

5. The owner shall comply with applicable highway district requirements.
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CONDITIONS APPLICABLE TO PROPERTY THREE

1. The development of any additional lots shall camply with all applicable federal, state and county
laws, ordinances, rules and regulations that pertain to the property including but not limited to,
a. Notus Parma Highway District #2
b. Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
c. Southwest District Health
d. Middleton Rural Fire District
e. Black Canyon Irrigation District
2. The development of any lots shall comply with the following conditions related to irrigation
water:
a. Delivery of irrigation water shall meet the requirements of Idaho Code Section
31-3805, as amended, if applicable.
b. If required by the Black Canyon Irrigation District, any district ditch. lateral, or

drain within a newly created lot in the development shall be piped in accordance with
Black Canyon Irrigation District’s requirements at time of submittal of the Irrigation Plan.
c. Run off from a lot shall be contained on site.

d. There shall be no new construction, fences, gates, materials, structures etc.
placed within Black Canyon’s irrigation District’s right of way without their written
approval.

e. Notice shall be posted on district rights of way adjacent to a newly created lot
that the Black Canyon Irrigation District’s right of way is not to be used for any public
access or use.

f. Free and open access shall be maintained as applicable on any newly created lot
for the Black Canyon Irrigation District to operate and maintain all of the district’s
ditches, laterals and drains.

g If applicable, preliminary and final plats shall be submitted to Black Canyon
Irrigation District for written approval in regards to adequate easements being shown
on the plats. Final approval of the easements shall be submitted with an application for
final plat.

3. Creation of additional lots shall comply with the following conditions related to platting if
applicable:

a. The “Right to Farm” statement shall be affixed to the plat, if applicable, relating
to such development, as per Idaho Code 22-4501 through 22-4504 et. al.
c. If applicable, platting of the parcels shall be in accordance with Article 17, as
amended, of the Canyon County Code.
d. The property shall be developed in accordance with the current adopted zoning
and subdivision ordinances at the time of submittal of any new application; however,
the specific terms and provisions of this Agreement will control over conflicting terms or
provisions contained in future zoning or subdivision ordinances.
e. If required by the district, approval of an operable fire suppression system or
measures meeting the fire district standards shall be submitted to Development
Services Department prior to the Board of County Commissioners signature on a final
plat.
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4. The owner shall comply with the following conditions related to access and roads for the

development:

a. Crossing agreements from the Bureau of Reclamation shall be submitted to
Development Services Department prior to construction of any road crossing a District
facility.
b. Oriveways and roads shall comply with the applicable provisions of the Canyon
County code.

S. The owner shall comply with applicable highway District requirements.

6. Property 3 is limited to a maximum of four (4) residential lots or parcels. However, Olsen owns

two parcels south of Goodson Road currently under Canyon County Assessor’s account number
R3790001000. The approximately 16.26-acre parcel is subject to this Agreement, zoned CRR and has the
limitation of four (4) residential parcels available to it under this Agreement. The approximately 2.23-
acre parcel in the southwest corner of the Olsen property is zoned RR, is not subject to this Agreement
and has one residential parcel available to it. Olsen will have flexibility to develop a total of five lots
between the two parcels and may adjust lot lines between the parcels in creating the parcels in
accordance with this Agreement and applicable county ordinances in place at the time such parcels are
to be created.
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Stadium Subdivision No. 2 — Phase 2 Drainage Report
T R -]

INTRODUCTION

This report addresses the hydrologic analysis of the stormwater runoff generated by the proposed on-
site improvements within Phase 2 of the proposed Stadium Subdivision No. 2 development, located in
Canyon County, Idaho. The analysis includes the design of the required retention/infiltration facilities in
compliance with the engineering standards set forth by the Highway Standards & Development
Procedures for the Association of Canyon County Highway Districts (CHDA4).

EXISTING CONDITIONS HYDROLOGIC ANAYSIS
The development is located within Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian, Canyon
County, ldaho. The site is located north of Goodson Road, east of Hop Road, south of Sand Hollow Road,
and west of the Wagner Rd alignment as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1 - Site Location Map
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Existing Site Conditions

The existing site consists of undeveloped hillside slopes with various irrigation ditches that are operated
by Black Canyon Irrigation. Slopes greater than 15% exist on the site and are considered hillside by
Canyon County. These sloped areas will be preserved.

Seasonal high groundwater elevations are assumed to be greater than 20 feet bgs according to the site
geotechnical report. Groundwater depths and infiltration rates should be confirmed during construction.
See Appendix B for geotechnical evaluation.
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The site is expected to be impacted by offsite runoff near Goodson Road. The impact is anticipated to be
minimal.

POST-DEVELOPMENT STORM DRAINAGE ANALYSIS

Phase 2 of the subdivision consists of forty-four (44) single family residential subdivision lots. The runoff
from streets is generally routed by roadside swale to inlets at the low point for each street. Runoff is
then conveyed via pipe to retention facilities. Per the CHD4 design standards, the infiltration facilities
are designed to infiltrate the 100-year storm event.

All residential lots will be required to retain runoff from each individual lot.

Runoff Volume
The following equation is the Rational Method which is used in determining the peak runoff rate for
each onsite basin.

Q=ClA

Q = peak flow rate (cfs)

C = Non-dimensional runoff coefficient
e Pavement, concrete or roof areas, C = is 0.95
e Gravel areas, C Value = 0.35
e Soil, CValue=0.20

| = Average rainfall intensity (in/hr)

A = Contributing area (ac)

Drainage Basins
A storm duration of 1-hour and a return period of 100 years was used for primary conveyance systems.

Table 1 - Drainage Basins

DRAINAGE BASINS

Drainage Basin Size 1-hr 100-year Retention Pretreatment
(acres) Flow Rate (cfs) Facility
1 2.24 0.79 Seepage Bed S&G Trap
2 2.47 0.83 Pond S&G Trap
3 3.49 1.24 Pond S&G Trap
4 5.81 1.89 Pond S&G Trap
5 2.34 0.75 Pond S&G Trap
6 0.62 0.40 Pond S&G Trap
7 3.65 1.20 Pond S&G Trap
8 0.84 0.50 Pond S&G Trap

Table 1 shows the drainage basin sizes, retention facility type and the pretreatment for each area.
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System Maintenance

The retention facilities are located where they are easily accessible to maintenance crews for monitoring
and for maintenance and cleaning. The retention facilities have been sized for 15% sedimentation over
the life of the facility. Proper maintenance should include removal of sediment as it accumulates at the
bottom of the ponds and sand & grease traps to prevent impacts to the infiltration rates.

SUMMARY

In conclusion, the stormwater facilities proposed for Stadium Subdivision No. 2 are designed to meet the
requirements set forth in Highway Standards & Development Procedures for the Association of Canyon
County Highway Districts.
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Appendix A: Stormwater Basin Map
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Project Name:

Project Number:

Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2

ID-2854-2012

HOR

Il -

ROCK

S

Location: Canyon County, ID ENGINEERS
Calculations By: Mathew Graham
Date: 3/21/2024
Method: Rational
C Source: ACCHD
Watershed Areas
Basin 1 Basin 2 Basin 3
Runoff Weighted Weighted Weighted
Land Type Coefficient C Area (ft') (C x Area) Area (ftz) (C x Area) Area (ft') {C x Area)
Asphalt and Concrete 0.95 15967 15169 14637 13905 23556 22378
Brick 0.85
Roofs 0.95
Lawns, Sandy Soil, Flat (<2%) 0.10
Lawns, Sandy Soil, (2% to 7%) 0.15
Lawns, Sandy Soil, Steep (>7%) 0.20 73949 14790 79638 15928 106906 21381
Lawns, Heavy Soil, (<2%) 0.17
Lawns, Heavy Soil, (2% to 7%) 0.22
Lawns, Heavy Soil, (>7%) 0.35 7825 2739 13511 4729 21741 7609
Area (ftz) = 97741 107786 152203
Area Acres = 2.24 2.47 3.49
Weighted = 32697 34561.6 51368.75
C= 0.33 0.32 0.34




Project Name:

Project Number:

Location:
Calculations By:

Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2

ID-2854-2012

Canyon County, ID
Mathew Graham

HORROCKS
' I IlllllllE E R S

E N G

Date: 3/21/2024
Method: Rational
C Source: ACCHD
Watershed Areas
Basin 4 Basin 5 Basin 6
Runoff Weighted Weighted Weighted
Land Type Coefficient C gres (ftz) (C x Area) Area (ft') {C x Area) Area (ft') {C x Area)
Asphalt and Concrete 0.95 31795 30205 12197 11587 13254 12591
Brick 0.85
Roofs 0.95
Lawns, Sandy Soil, Flat {<2%) 0.10
Lawns, Sandy Soil, (2% to 7%) 0.15
Lawns, Sandy Soil, Steep (>7%) 0.20 193612 38722 79329 15866 4486 897
Lawns, Heavy Soil, (<2%) 0.17
Lawns, Heavy Soil, (2% to 7%) 0.22
Lawns, Heavy Soil, (>7%) 0.35 27547 9641 10211 3574 9205 3222
Area (ft’) = 252954 101737 26945
Area Acres = 5.81 2.34 0.62
Weighted = 78569.1 31026.8 16710.25
C= 0.31 0.30 0.62




Project Name:

Project Number:

Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2

ID-2854-2012

HOR
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ROCK

I N E E R S

Location: Canyon County, 1D E N G

Calculations By:  Mathew Graham

Date: 3/21/2024

Method: Rational

C Source: ACCHD

Watershed Areas
Basin 7 Basin 8
Runoff Weighted Weighted Weighted
Land Type Coefficient C Area (ft’) (C x Area) Area (ft') (C x Area) . (ftz) {C x Area)

Asphalt and Concrete 0.95 20600 19570 15408 14638

Brick 0.85

Roofs 0.95

Lawns, Sandy Soil, Flat (<2%) 0.10

Lawns, Sandy Soil, (2% to 7%) 0.15

Lawns, Sandy Soil, Steep (>7%) 0.20 121730 24346 9896 1979

Lawns, Heavy Soil, (<2%) 0.17

Lawns, Heavy Soil, (2% to 7%) 0.22

Lawns, Heavy Soil, (>7%) 0.35 16590 5807 11385 3985
Area (ft’) = 158920 36689
Area Acres = 3.65 0.84
Weighted = 49722.5 20601.55

C= 0.31 0.56




Project Name: Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2 H O RRO C K
Project Number: ID-2854-2012 E=—=2a ==
Location: Canyon County, ID ENGINEERS
Calculations By: Mathew Graham
Date: 3/21/2024
Zone: ACCHD
Duration Storm Frequency (in/hr)
(minutes) 2 - year 5 - year 10 - year 25 - year 50 - year 100 - year
10 1.00 1.48 1.85 2.25 2.65 3.15
15 0.82 1.25 1.50 1.80 2.15 2.50
30 0.59 0.83 1.00 1.25 1.45 1.65
60 0.40 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.88 1.05
120 0.26 0.35 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.62
180 0.20 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.45
360 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.26
720 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.15
1440 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09
Seepage Bed: 1
Watershed Area: 2.24 acres Percolation Rate: 1.08 in/hr
Runoff Coeff: 0.33 Sediment Storage: 15 %
Rock Height: 6.00 ft Percolation Area: 1620 sf
Width: 18.0 ft Storage Volume: 3888 cf
Length: 90.0 ft Percolation Flow Rate: 0.04 cfs
Void Ratio 0.40 Maximum Time to Drain 24 hr
. Storn.1 Flow Rate Runoff Sediment Storage Time to
Duration Intensity Q=CiA Net Flow Volume Storage Needed Drain
{(minutes) (in/hr) (15%)
100 - year (cfs) (cfs) {cf) (cf) (cf) (hr)
10 3.15 2.36 2.32 1394 209 -2284 9.6
15 2.50 1.88 1.84 1652 248 -1988 11.3
30 1.65 1.24 1.20 2156 323 -1408 14.8
60 1.05 0.79 0.75 2692 404 -793 18.5
120 0.62 0.47 0.42 3059 459 -370 21.0
180 0.45 0.34 0.30 3211 482 -196 22.0
360 0.26 0.20 0.15 3341 501 -46 22.9
720 0.15 0.11 0.07 3114 467 -306 21.4
1440 0.09 0.07 0.03 2338 351 -1200 16.0
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Project Name:
Project Number:

HORROCKS

- | ——
E N G 1

Location: Canyon County, ID N E E R S
Calculations By: Mathew Graham
Date: 3/21/2024
Zone: ACCHD
Duration Storm Frequency {in/hr)
(minutes) 2 - year 5 - year 10 - year 25 - year 50 - year 100 - year
10 1.00 1.48 1.85 2.25 2.65 3.15
15 0.82 1.25 1.50 1.80 2.15 2.50
30 0.59 0.83 1.00 1.25 1.45 1.65
60 0.40 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.88 1.05
120 0.26 0.35 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.62
180 0.20 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.45
360 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.26
720 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.15
1440 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09
Retention Pond: 2
Watershed Area: 2.47 acres Percolation Area: 449.4 sf
Runoff Coeff: 0.32 Available Storage Vol: 4097 cf
Percolation Rate: 4,00 in/hr Percolation Flow Rate: 0.04 cfs
Pond Slope: 4 1 Depth of Water: 3.30 ft
Free Board: 1.0 ft Water Length (Top): 47.6 ft
Pond Depth: 4.30 ft Water Width {Top): 47.6 ft
Pond Length {Bottom): 21.2 ft Pond Length (Top): 55.6 ft
Pond Width (Bottom): 21.2 ft Pond Width (Top): 55.6 ft
Additional Storage: 15 % Maximum Time to Drain 24 hr
. Sto"?‘ Flow Rate Runoff Additional Storage Time to
Duration Intensity Q=CiA Net Flow Volume Storage Needed Drain
{minutes) {in/hr) (15%)
100 - year (cfs) (cfs) (cf) (cf) (cf) (hr)
10 3.15 2.50 2.46 1475 221 -2401 9.8
15 2.50 1.98 1.94 1748 262 -2087 11.7
30 1.65 1.31 1.27 2282 342 -1473 15.2
60 1.05 0.83 0.79 2849 427 -820 19.0
120 0.62 0.49 0.45 3242 486 -368 21.6
180 0.45 0.36 0.32 3407 511 -179 22.7
360 0.26 0.21 0.16 3557 534 -6 23.7
720 0.15 0.12 0.08 3344 502 -252 22.3
1440 0.09 0.07 0.03 2574 386 -1136 17.2




Project Name: Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2 H O RRO C KS
Project Number: 1D-2854-2012 (o e czn Ji]] e
Location: Canyon County, ID E N GINE E R S
Calculations By: Mathew Graham
Date: 3/21/2024
Zone: ACCHD
Duration Storm Frequency (in/hr)
{minutes) 2 - year 5 - year 10 - year 25 - year 50 - year 100 - year
10 1.00 1.48 1.85 2.25 2.65 3.15
15 0.82 1.25 1.50 1.80 2.15 2.50
30 0.59 0.83 1.00 1.25 1.45 1.65
60 0.40 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.88 1.05
120 0.26 0.35 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.62
180 0.20 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.45
360 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.26
720 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.15
1440 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09
Retention Pond: 3
Watershed Area: 3.49 acres Percolation Area: 676.0 sf
Runoff Coeff: 0.34 Available Storage Vol: 6125 cf
Percolation Rate: 4.00 in/hr Percolation Flow Rate: 0.06 cfs
Pond Slope: 4 1 Depth of Water: 3.60 ft
Free Board: 1.0 ft Water Length (Top): 54.8 ft
Pond Depth: 4.60 ft Water Width (Top): 54.8 ft
Pond Length (Bottom): 26.0 ft Pond Length (Top): 62.8 ft
Pond Width (Bottom): 26.0 ft Pond Width (Top): 62.8 ft
Additional Storage: 15 % Maximum Time to Drain 24 hr
. Storn:\ Flow Rate Runoff Additinal Storage Time to
Duration Intensity Q=CiA Net Flow Volume Storage Needed Drain
(minutes) {(in/hr) (15%)
100 - year {cfs) (cfs) (cf) (cf) (cf) (hr)
10 3.15 3.71 3.65 2191 329 -3605 9.7
15 2.50 2.95 2.89 2597 390 -3138 11.5
30 1.65 1.95 1.88 3390 508 -2226 15.0
60 1.05 1.24 1.18 4232 635 -1257 18.8
120 0.62 0.73 0.67 4814 722 -589 21.4
180 0.45 0.53 0.47 5055 758 -311 22.4
360 0.26 0.31 0.24 5271 791 -63 234
720 0.15 0.18 0.11 4938 741 -446 21.9
1440 0.09 0.11 0.04 3762 564 -1798 16.7




Project Name:

Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2

HOR

ROCK

Project Number: ID-2854-2012 o ] == o) PSS
Location: Canyon County, ID EN GI N E E R S
Calculations By: Mathew Graham
Date: 3/21/2024
Zone: ACCHD
Duration Storm Frequency (in/hr)
{minutes) 2 - year 5 - year 10 - year 25 - year 50 - year 100 - year
10 1.00 1.48 1.85 2.25 2.65 3.15
15 0.82 1.25 1.50 1.80 2.15 2.50
30 0.59 0.83 1.00 1.25 1.45 1.65
60 0.40 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.88 1.05
120 0.26 0.35 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.62
180 0.20 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.45
360 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.26
720 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.15
1440 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09
Retention Pond: 4
Watershed Area: 5.81 acres Percolation Area: 1024.0 sf
Runoff Coeff: 0.31 Available Storage Vol: 9557 cf
Percolation Rate: 4.00 in/hr Percolation Flow Rate: 0.09 cfs
Pond Slope: 4 1 Depth of Water: 4.00 ft
Free Board: 1.0 ft Water Length (Top): 64.0 ft
Pond Depth: 5.00 ft Water Width (Top): 64.0 ft
Pond Length (Bottom): 32.0 ft Pond Length (Top): 72.0 ft
Pond Width (Bottom): 32.0 ft Pond Width (Top): 72.0 ft
Additional Storage: 15 % Maximum Time to Drain 24 hr
, Storn.1 Flow Rate Runoff Additional Storage Time to
Duration Intensity Q=CiA Net Flow Volume Storage Needed Drain
{minutes) {in/hr) {15%)
100 - year (cfs) {cfs) (cf) {cf) (cf) (hr)
10 3.15 5.68 5.59 3352 503 -5702 9.8
15 2.50 451 441 3973 596 -4988 11.6
30 1.65 2.98 2.88 5186 778 -3593 15.2
60 1.05 1.89 1.80 6477 971 -2109 19.0
120 0.62 1.12 1.02 7369 1105 -1083 21.6
180 0.45 0.81 0.72 7742 1161 -654 22.7
360 0.26 0.47 0.37 8082 1212 -264 23.7
720 0.15 0.27 0.18 7592 1139 -827 22.2
1440 0.09 0.16 0.07 5834 875 -2849 171




Project Name:

Project Number:

Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2

ID-2854-2012

HORROCKS

N E E R S

Location: Canyon County, ID E N G I
Calculations By: Mathew Graham
Date: 3/21/2024
Zone: ACCHD
Duration Storm Frequency (in/hr)
{minutes) 2 - year 5 - year 10 - year 25 - year 50 - year 100 - year
10 1.00 1.48 1.85 2.25 2.65 3.15
15 0.82 1.25 1.50 1.80 2.15 2.50
30 0.59 0.83 1.00 1.25 1.45 1.65
60 0.40 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.88 1.05
120 0.26 0.35 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.62
180 0.20 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.45
360 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.26
720 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.15
1440 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09
Retention Pond: 5
Watershed Area: 2.34 acres Percolation Area: 404.0 sf
Runoff Coeff: 0.30 Available Storage Vol: 3851 cf
Percolation Rate: 4.00 in/hr Percolation Flow Rate: 0.04 cfs
Pond Slope: 4 1 Depth of Water: 3.30 ft
Free Board: 1.0 ft Water Length (Top): 46.5 ft
Pond Depth: 4.30 ft Water Width (Top): 46.5 ft
Pond Length (Bottom): 201 ft Pond Length (Top): 54.5 ft
Pond Width (Bottom): 20.1 ft Pond Width (Top): 54.5 ft
Additional Storage: 15 % Maximum Time to Drain 24 hr
. Storrfm Flow Rate Runoff Additional Storage Time to
Duration Intensity Q=CiA Net Flow Volume Storage Needed Drain
(minutes) {(in/hr) (15%)
100 - year (cfs) {cfs) (cf) (cf) (cf) (hr)
10 3.15 2.24 2.21 1324 199 -2329 9.8
15 2.50 1.78 1.74 1569 235 -2047 11.7
30 1.65 1.18 1.14 2048 307 -1496 15.2
60 1.05 0.75 0.71 2558 384 -910 19.0
120 0.62 0.44 0.40 2910 437 -504 21.6
180 0.45 0.32 0.28 3058 459 -335 22.7
360 0.26 0.19 0.15 3192 479 -180 23.7
720 0.15 0.11 0.07 3000 450 -402 22.3
1440 0.09 0.06 0.03 2307 346 -1198 17.1




Project Name:
Project Number:

Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2
ID-2854-2012

HORROCKS

Location: Canyon County, ID E N G I N L E R S
Calculations By: Mathew Graham
Date: 3/21/2024
Zone: ACCHD
Duration Storm Frequency (in/hr)
{minutes) 2 - year 5 -year 10 - year 25 - year 50 - year 100 - year
10 1.00 1.48 1.85 2.25 2.65 3.15
15 0.82 1.25 1.50 1.80 2.15 2.50
30 0.59 0.83 1.00 1.25 1.45 1.65
60 0.40 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.88 1.05
120 0.26 0.35 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.62
180 0.20 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.45
360 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.26
720 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.15
1440 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09
Retention Pond: 6
Watershed Area: 0.62 acres Percolation Area: 108.2 sf
Runoff Coeff: 0.62 Available Storage Vol: 2030 cf
Percolation Rate: 8.00 in/hr Percolation Flow Rate: 0.02 cfs
Pond Slope: 4 1 Depth of Water: 3.30 ft
Free Board: 1.0 ft Water Length (Top): 36.8 ft
Pond Depth: 4.30 ft Water Width (Top): 36.8 ft
Pond Length {Bottom): 10.4 ft Pond Length (Top): 44.8 ft
Pond Width (Bottom): 10.4 ft Pond Width (Top): 44.8 ft
Additional Storage: 15 % Maximum Time to Drain 24 hr
) Storn"\ Flow Rate Runoff Additional Storage Time to
Duration Intensity Q=CiA Net Flow Volume Storage Needed Drain
{minutes) (in/hr) (15%)
100 - year {cfs) {cfs) (cf) (cf) (cf) {hr)
10 3.15 1.21 1.19 713 107 -1210 9.9
15 2.50 0.96 0.94 845 127 -1058 11.7
30 1.65 0.63 0.61 1103 165 -761 153
60 1.05 0.40 0.38 1378 207 -445 19.1
120 0.62 0.24 0.22 1568 235 -226 21.7
180 0.45 0.17 0.15 1648 247 -134 22.9
360 0.26 0.10 0.08 1722 258 -50 23.9
720 0.15 0.06 0.04 1621 243 -166 22.5
1440 0.09 0.03 0.01 1252 188 -589 17.4




Project Name:

Project Number:

Location:
Calculations By:

Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2
ID-2854-2012

Canyon County, ID

Mathew Graham

HORROCKS
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EN GI N E E R

Date: 3/21/2024
Zone: ACCHD
Duration Storm Frequency (in/hr)
{minutes) 2 - year 5 -year 10 - year 25 - year 50 - year 100 - year
10 1.00 1.48 1.85 2.25 2.65 3.15
15 0.82 1.25 1.50 1.80 2.15 2.50
30 0.59 0.83 1.00 1.25 1.45 1.65
60 0.40 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.88 1.05
120 0.26 0.35 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.62
180 0.20 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.45
360 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.26
720 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.15
1440 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09
Retention Pond: 7
Watershed Area: 3.65 acres Percolation Area: 324.0 sf
Runoff Coeff: 0.31 Available Storage Vol: 6031 cf
Percolation Rate: 8.00 in/hr Percolation Flow Rate: 0.06 cfs
Pond Slope: 4 1 Depth of Water: 4.40 ft
Free Board: 1.0 ft Water Length (Top): 53.2 ft
Pond Depth: 5.40 ft Water Width (Top): 53.2 ft
Pond Length (Bottom): 18.0 ft Pond Length (Top}: 61.2 ft
Pond Width (Bottom): 18.0 ft Pond Width (Top): 61.2 ft
Additional Storage: 15 % Maximum Time to Drain 24 hr
) Storr? Flow Rate Runoff Additional Storage Time to
Duration Intensity Q=CiA Net Flow Volume Storage Needed Drain
(minutes) (in/hr) (15%)
100 - year (cfs) {cfs) (cf) (cf) (cf) (hr)
10 3.15 3.60 3.54 2121 318 -3591 9.8
15 2.50 2.85 2.79 2514 377 -3139 11.6
30 1.65 1.88 1.82 3282 492 -2256 15.2
60 1.05 1.20 1.14 4099 615 -1317 19.0
120 0.62 0.71 0.65 4664 700 -668 21.6
180 0.45 0.51 0.45 4900 735 -396 22.7
360 0.26 0.30 0.24 5115 767 -149 23.7
720 0.15 0.17 0.11 4805 721 -505 22.2
1440 0.09 0.10 0.04 3692 554 -1785 17.1




Project Name:

Project Number:

Location:
Calculations By:

Stadium Subdivision No. 2 - Phase 2

ID-2854-2012

Canyon County, ID
Mathew Graham

HOR

E N G 1

ROCKS
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Date: 3/21/2024
Zone: ACCHD
Duration Storm Frequency (in/hr)
{minutes) 2 - year 5 -year 10 - year 25 - year 50 - year 100 - year
10 1.00 1.48 1.85 2.25 2.65 3.15
15 0.82 1.25 1.50 1.80 2.15 2.50
30 0.59 0.83 1.00 1.25 1.45 1.65
60 0.40 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.88 1.05
120 0.26 0.35 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.62
180 0.20 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.45
360 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.21 0.23 0.26
720 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.15
1440 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09
Retention Pond: 8
Watershed Area: 0.84 acres Percolation Area: 265.7 sf
Runoff Coeff: 0.56 Available Storage Vol: 2547 cf
Percolation Rate: 4.00 in/hr Percolation Flow Rate: 0.02 cfs
Pond Slope: 4 1 Depth of Water: 3.00 ft
Free Board: 1.0 ft Water Length (Top): 40.3 ft
Pond Depth: 4.00 ft Water Width (Top): 40.3 ft
Pond Length (Bottom): 16.3 ft Pond Length (Top): 48.3 ft
Pond Width {(Bottom): 16.3 ft Pond Width (Top): 48.3 ft
Additional Storage: 15 % Maximum Time to Drain 24 hr
, Storn:\ Flow Rate Runoff Additional Storage Time to
Duration Intensity Q=CiA Net Flow Volume Storage Needed Drain
(minutes) (in/hr) (15%)
100 - year (cfs) (cfs) (cf) (cf) (cf) (hr)
10 3.15 1.49 1.47 879 132 -1536 9.9
15 2.50 1.18 1.16 1042 156 -1348 11.8
30 1.65 0.78 0.76 1360 204 -982 15.4
60 1.05 0.50 0.47 1699 255 -593 19.2
120 0.62 0.29 0.27 1934 290 -322 21.8
180 0.45 0.21 0.19 2033 305 -209 23.0
360 0.26 0.12 0.10 2125 319 -103 24.0
720 0.15 0.07 0.05 2002 300 -244 22.6
1440 0.09 0.04 0.02 1552 233 -762 17.5
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2791 South Victory View Way
Fioise. 1D 83709
(208) 276-4748 | oneatlas.com

March 27. 2024
Atlas No. B240211g

Jay Gibbons
10167 Willis Road
Middleton, 1D 83644

Subject: Geotechnical Investigation
Stadium Subdivision Phase 2
Goodson Road
Caldwell, ID

Dear Jay Gibbons:

In compliance with your instructions, Atlas has conducted a soils exploration and foundation
evaluation for the above referenced development. Fieldwork for this investigation was conducted
on February 28, 29, and March 1, 2024. Data have been analyzed to evaluate pertinent
geotechnical conditions. Results of this investigation, together with our recommendations, are to
be found in the following report. We have provided a PDF copy for your review and distribution.

Often, questions arise concerning soil conditions because of design and construction details that
occur on a project. Atlas would be pleased to continue our role as geotechnical engineers during
project implementation.

If you have any questions, please call us at (208) 376-4748.

Respectfully submitted,

Bt Hons_
Gavin Marron, El Clinton Wyllie, PG
Staff Engineer Staff Geologist

Distribution: Matt Graham, Horrocks Engineers (PDF Copy)
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1. INTRODUCTION

This report presents results of a geotechnical investigation and analysis in support of data utilized
in design of structures as defined in the 2018 International Building Code (IBC). Information in
support of groundwater and stormwater issues pertinent to the practice of Civil Engineering is
included. Observations and recommendations relevant to the earthwork phase of the project are
also presented. Revisions in plans or drawings for the proposed development from those
enumerated in this report should be brought to the attention of the soils engineer to determine
whether changes in the provided recommendations are required. Deviations from noted
subsurface conditions, if encountered during construction, should also be brought to the attention
of the soils engineer.

1.1 Project Description

The proposed development is in the City of Caldwell, Canyon County, |D, and occupies a portion
of the SW4 of Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian. The site to be
developed is approximately 80 acres. Site maps included in the Appendix show the project
location. Atlas previously conducted a preliminary geotechnical investigation for the entire
subdivision in January 2021.

This project is expected to consist of a 44-lot residential subdivision with associated streets.
Individual septic systems will be constructed to service the lots. Retaining walls are not
anticipated as part of the project. Drainage is expected to be directed to onsite infiltration facilities.
These facilities are expected to consist of a series of stormwater collection ponds throughout the
site. Atlas has not been informed of the proposed grading plan.

1.2 Scope of Investigation

Our scope of work was completed in general accordance with our proposal dated and authorized
on February 5, 2024. Said authorization is subject to terms, conditions, and limitations described
in the Professional Services Contract entered into between and Atlas.

Atlas’ scope of services included the following:

Subsurface exploration via test pits.
Infiltration testing for stormwater management planning.
Field and laboratory testing of materials encountered and collected.

Preparation of this report, which includes project description, site conditions, and our
engineering analysis and evaluation for the project.

e The scope of work did not include design recommendations specific to individual
residences.

Atlas No. B240211g
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2. SITE DESCRIPTION

2.1 General Site Characteristics

The following details regarding site conditions are based on visual observations and review of
available geologic and topographic maps and imagery:

e Current Site Conditions: The site is approximately 80 acres. The site is bounded to the
east and west by an un-named irrigation canal. The irrigation canal on the west bisects
the northwestern portion of the site. Dirt roadways were present along the banks of the
canals. The site is surrounded by undeveloped land, agricultural land, and rural residential
lots.

¢ Vegetation: Vegetation on the site consists primarily of sagebrush, bunchgrass, and other
native weeds and grasses.

¢ Topography: The site consists of gently rolling hills. The site generally sloped upwards
toward the central portion of the site. Slopes on the site ranged from 15 feet horizontal to
1 foot vertical (15:1) to (4:1).

e Drainage: Stormwater drainage for the site is achieved by both sheet runoff and
percolation through surficial soils. Runoff predominates for the steeper slopes while
percolation prevails across the gently sioping and near level areas. The site is situated
so that it is unlikely that it will receive any drainage from off-site sources.

3. SEISMIC SITE EVALUATION

3.1 Geoseismic Setting

Soils on site are classed as Site Class D in accordance with Chapter 20 of the American Society
of Civil Engineers (ASCE) publication ASCE/SEI 7-16. Structures constructed on this site should
be designed per IBC requirements for such a seismic classification. Our investigation revealed
low hazard potential resulting from potential earthquake motions including: slope instability,
liquefaction, and surface rupture caused by faulting or lateral spreading.

Atlas No. B240211g
Page |3
Copyright © 2024 Atlas Technical Consultants



AT S5—

3.2 Seismic Design Parameter Values

The ASCE 7-16 seismic design parameter values have been provided below.

Table 1 - Seismic Design Values

Seismic Design Parameter Design Value
Site Class D “Default
Site Modiﬁed.Peak Ground 0.198
Acceleration, PGAm )
Ss 0.289 (g)
S1 0.106 (g)
Fa 1.569
Fv 2.388
Swms 0.453
Swm1 0.254
Sos 0.302
So1 0.169

4. SOILS EXPLORATION
4.1 Exploration and Sampling Procedures

Field exploration conducted to determine engineering characteristics of subsurface materials
included a reconnaissance of the project site and investigation by test pit. A site map with test pit
locations was provided to Atlas by Matt Graham of Horrocks Engineers. Actual test pit sites were
located in the field by means of a Global Positioning System (GPS) device and are reportedly
accurate to within fifteen feet. Upon completion of investigation, each test pit was backfilled with
loose excavated materials. Re-excavation and compaction of these test pit areas are required
prior to construction.

Samples obtained have been visually classified in the field, identified according to test pit number
and depth, placed in sealed containers, and transported to our laboratory for additional testing.
Subsurface materials have been described in detail on logs provided in the Appendix. Results
of field and laboratory tests are also presented in the Appendix. Atlas recommends that these
logs not be used to estimate fill material quantities.

Atlas No. B240211g
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4.2 Laboratory Testing Program

Along with our field investigation. a supplemental laboratory testing program was conducted to
determine additional pertinent engineering characteristics of subsurface materials. Laboratory
tests were conducted in accordance with current specifications. The laboratory testing program
for this report included:

e Atterberg Limits Testing — ASTM D4318
¢ Grain Size Analysis - ASTM C117/C136
e Hydrometer - ASTM D422

4.3 Soil and Sediment Profile

The profile below represents a generalized interpretation for the project site. Note that on site
soils strata, encountered between test pit locations, may vary from the individual soil profiles
presented in the logs.

Surficial soils consisted of soft to very stiff fine-grained clays and silts with varying sand content.
These soils were underlain by loose to dense/stiff to hard silt-sand mixtures. Weak to strong
cementation was encountered with the intermediate and deeper horizons.

During excavation, test pit sidewalls were generally stable. However, moisture contents will affect
wall competency with saturated soils having a tendency to readily slough when under load and
unsupported.

4.4 Volatile Organic Scan

Soils obtained during on-site activities were not assessed for volatile organic compounds by
portable photoionization detector. Samples obtained during our exploration activities exhibited
no apparent odors or discoloration typically associated with this type of contamination. No
groundwater was encountered.

5. SITE HYDROLOGY
5.1 Infiltration Testing

Infiltration testing was conducted using an open test pit method. Test locations were provided to
Atlas via a map by Matt Graham with Horrocks Engineers. Test locations were presoaked prior
to testing. Pre-soaking increases soil moistures, which allows the tested soils to reach a saturated
condition more readily during testing. Saturation of the tested soils is desirable in order to isolate
the vertical component of infiltration by inhibiting horizontal seepage during testing.

Atlas No. B240211g
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Testing was conducted on February 29, 2024. Details and results of testing are as follows:

Table 2 — Infiltration Test Results

TP-46 5.2 Sandy Silt 2.16
TP-47 49 Silty Sand 5.28
TP-48 6.2 Silty Sand 3.60
TP-49 5.1 Silty Sand 4.56
TP-50 7.8 Sandy Silt 1.44
TP-51 59 Poorly Gra%cialcti Sand with 79
TP-52 6.8 Poorly Graded Sand >18 N
TP-53 7.0 Poorly Graded Sand >18

Appropriate factors of safety have been applied to the stabilized infiltration rates achieved during
testing to obtain the design infiltration rates listed below.

Table 3 - Design Infiltration Rates

Jest Test Depth

Design Infiltration Rate

Location (feet bgs) ROEYVES (inches/hour)
TP-46 5.2 Sandy Silt 1.08
TP-47 4.9 Silty Sand 2.64
TP-48 6.2 Silty Sand 1.8
TP-49 5.1 Silty Sand 2.28
TP-50 7.8 Sandy Silt 0.72
TP-51 59 Poorly Gracé?lcti Sand with 36
TP-52 6.8 Poorly Graded Sand 8.0
TP-53 7.0 Poorly Graded Sand 8.0

The reason for the decreased infiltration rate is to account for long term saturation of the soils and
the potential for less permeable soils to settle into the bottom of the infiltration facilities. Atlas
recommends that all infiltration facilities be constructed in accordance with the local municipality
requirements.

be confirmed at the time of construction.

Atlas No. B240211g
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6. SLOPES RECOMMENDATIONS

Native slopes on the site were roughly 15 feet horizontal to 1 foot vertical (15:1) to 4:1. Therefore,
slope setback requirements as outlined in the 2018 IBC are not applicable. Our investigation did
not reveal any potential visual slope instabilities.

Soils onsite are not sufficiently stable to allow vertical cuts greater than 4 feet to stand for an
extended period of time. However, soil types throughout the area are variable, and stability of
existing slopes will be dependent upon soil composition. Proposed cut-fill sections constructed
from these soils should not be steeper than 2:1. In the location of the stormwater infiltration
ponds, cut sections should not be steeper than 3:1. Once the grading plan has been finalized,
Atlas must be contacted to review and (if necessary) make additional recommendations. Fill
slopes should be placed and compacted in a controlled manner as detailed in the Fill Placement
and Compaction section of this report. Fills to be constructed on existing slopes steeper than
20 percent (approximately 5:1) should be horizontally benched a minimum of 10 feet into
competent native soils.

To ensure slope stability with respect to surficial movement and gullying, cohesive soils should
be placed on the face of slopes. This will help limit downslope creep and aid in re-vegetation of
slope surfaces. When slopes are steeper than 3:1, soils must be aggressively protected from
erosion. More granular soils will require an even greater degree of protection.

7. FOUNDATION AND SLAB DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Various foundation types have been considered for support of the proposed structures. Two
requirements must be met in the design of foundations. First, the applied bearing stress must be
less than the ultimate bearing capacity of foundation soils to maintain stability. Second, total and
differential settiement must not exceed an amount that will produce an adverse behavior of the
superstructure. Allowable settlement is usually exceeded before bearing capacity considerations
become important; thus, allowable bearing pressure is normally controlied by settlement
considerations.

7.1 Foundation Loading Information

Loads of up to 4,000 pounds per lineal foot for wall footings, and column loads of up to 50,000
pounds were assumed for settlement calculations. Total settlement should be limited to
approximately 1 inch and differential settlement should be limited to approximately % inch,
provided the following design and construction recommendations are observed.

Atlas No. B240211g
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7.2 Foundation Design Recommendations

Considering subsurface conditions and the proposed construction, it is recommended that the
structure be founded upon conventional spread footings and continuous wall footings. The
foliowing recommendations are not specific to the individual structures, but rather should be
viewed as guidelines for the subdivision-wide development. If basements are to be constructed,
Atlas must be contacted to provide recommendations. Based on data obtained from the site and
test results from various laboratory tests performed, Atlas recommends the following guidelines
for the net allowable soil bearing capacity:

Table 4 - Soil Bearing Capacity

ASTM D1557 Net Allowable Soil
Subgrade Compaction Bearing Capacity

Footing Depth

Footings must bear on competent, undisturbed, 1,500 Ibs/ft?
native lean clay soils, lean clay with sand soils, . .

sandy silt soils, sandy lean clay soils, silt with sand Not Requwseod”for Native A Vs increase is allowabie
soils, or compacted granular structural fill. Existing if the alternative basic
organics must be completely removed from below o load combinations of
foundation elements."” Excavation depths ranging gssf’r:l%rtﬁ;?gﬁ:ar Section 1605.3.2 of the
from roughly 0.2 to 0.8 foot bgs should be 2018 IBC are used in

anticipated to expose proper bearing soils.? design.

It will be required for Atlas personnel to verify the bearing soil suitability for each structure at the time of construction.
’Depending on the time of year construction takes place, the subgrade soils may be unstable because of high moisture
contents. If unstable conditions are encountered, over-excavation and replacement with granular structural fill and/or
use of geotextiles may be required.

The following sliding frictional coefficient values should be used: 1) 0.35 for footings bearing on
native lean clay soils, lean clay with sand soils, sandy silt soils, sandy lean cay soils, silt with sand
soils and 2) 0.45 for footings bearing on granular structural fill. A passive lateral earth pressure
of 300 pounds per square foot per foot (psf/ft) should be used for lean clay soils, lean clay with
sand soils, sandy lean clay soils, and silt with sand soils and 340 psf/ft should be used for sandy
silt soils. For granular structural fill, a passive lateral earth pressure of 496 psf/ft should be used.

Footings should be proportioned to meet either the stated soil bearing capacity or the 2018 IBC
minimum requirements. Unsuitable soil types encountered at the bottom of footing excavations
should be removed and replaced with granuiar structural fill. Excessively loose or soft areas that
are encountered in the footings subgrade will require over-excavation and backfilling with granular
structural fill. To minimize the effects of slight differential movement that may occur because of
variations in the character of supporting soils and seasonal moisture content, Atlas recommends
continuous footings be suitably reinforced to make them as rigid as possible. For frost protection,
the bottom of external footings should be 24 inches below finished grade. Foundations must be
backfilled in accordance with the Backfill of Walls section.

Atias No. B240211g
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7.3 Crawl Space Recommendations

Considering the presence of shallow cemented soils across the site, all residences constructed
with craw! spaces should be designed in a manner that will inhibit water in the crawl spaces. Atlas
recommends that roof drains carry stormwater at least 10 feet away from each residence. Grades
should be at least 5 percent for a distance of 10 feet away from all residences. In addition. rain
gutters should be placed around all sides of residences, and backfill around stem walls should be
placed and compacted in a controlled manner.

7.4 Floor, Patio, and Garage Slab-on-Grade

Organic, loose, or obviously compressive materials must be removed prior to placement of
concrete floors or floor-supporting fill. In addition, the remaining subgrade should be treated in
accordance with guidelines presented in the Earthwork section. Areas of excessive yielding
should be excavated and backfilled with granular structural fill or suitable structural fill. Fill used
to increase the elevation of the floor slab should consist of granular structural fill and suitable
structural fill meeting the requirements detailed in the Structural Fill section. Fill materials must
be compacted to a minimum 95 percent of the maximum dry density as determined by ASTM
D1557.

A free-draining granular mat should be provided below slabs-on-grade to provide drainage and a
uniform and stable bearing surface. This should be a minimum of 4 inches in thickness and
compacted to at least 95 percent of the maximum dry density as determined by ASTM D1557.
The mat must consist of aggregate base material as specified in the Structural Fill section. A
moisture-retarder should be placed beneath floor slabs to minimize potential ground moisture
effects on moisture-sensitive floor coverings. The moisture-retarder should be at least 15-mil in
thickness and have a permeance of less than 0.01 US perms as determined by ASTM E96.
Placement of the moisture-retarder will require special consideration with regard to effects on the
slab-on-grade and should adhere to recommendations outlined in the ACI 302.1R and ASTM
E1745 publications. Upon request, Atlas can provide further consultation regarding installation.

8. PAVEMENT DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

8.1 Pavement Design Parameters

Project specific traffic loading information has not been provided. Based on the character of the
proposed construction, Atlas has assumed a traffic loading of 50,000 equivalent single axle loads
(ESALs) for residential roadways. Atlas can provide a project specific pavement design upon
request. Based on experience with soils in the region, a subgrade California Bearing Ratio (CBR)
value of 4 has been assumed for near-surface clay soils on site.

Atlas No. B240211g
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The recommended pavement sections provided below are based on a 20-year design life. To
achieve this design life a routine maintenance program that includes crack sealing on a reguiar
basis and possible seal coating will be required. The following are minimum thickness
requirements for assured pavement function. Depending on site conditions. additional work. e.g.
soil preparation, may be required to support construction equipment. These have been listed
within the Soft Subgrade Soils section.

8.2 Flexible Pavement Section

The American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) design
method has been used to calculate the following pavement section. Atlas recommends that
materials used in the construction of asphaltic concrete pavements meet requirements of the
ISPWC Standard Specification for Highway Construction. Construction of the pavement section
should be in accordance with these specifications.

Table 5 — AASHTO Fiexible Pavement Specifications

Pavement Section Component Residential Roadway Section

Asphaltic Concrete 3.0 Inches

Aggregate Base 4.0 Inches

Structural Subbase 8.0 Inches
Compacted Subgrade’ Not Required

*it will be required for Atlas personnel to verify subgrade
competency at the time of construction.

e Asphaltic Concrete: Asphalt mix design shall meet the requirements of ISPWC Section
810. Materials shall be placed in accordance with ISPWC Standard Specifications for
Highway Construction.

¢ Aggregate Base: Material complying with ISPWC Standards for Type 1 Crushed
Aggregate Materials.

e Structural Subbase: Material complying with ISPWC Section 801 for 3-inch or 6-inch
Uncrushed Aggregate Materials. The maximum material diameter cannot exceed ?/3 the
component thickness.

8.3 Common Pavement Section Construction Issues

The subgrade upon which above pavement sections are to be constructed must be properly
stripped, inspected, and proof-rolled. Proof rolling of subgrade soils should be accomplished
using a heavy rubber-tired, fully loaded, tandem-axle dump truck or equivalent. Verification of
subgrade competence by Atlas personnel at the time of construction is required. Fill materials on
the site must demonstrate the indicated compaction prior to placing material in support of the
pavement section. Atlas anticipated that pavement areas will be subjected to moderate traffic.

rade clayey and silty soi r 0 imu isture contents d
compaction. Pumping or soft areas must be removed and replaced with granular structural fill.

Atlas No. B240211g
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Fill material and aggregates in support of the pavement section must be compacted to no less
than 95 percent of the maximum dry density as determined by ASTM D698 for flexible pavements
and by ASTM D1557 for rigid pavements. f a material placed as a pavement section component
cannot be tested by usual compaction testing methods. then compaction of that material must be
approved by observed proof rolling. Minor deflections from proof rolling for flexible pavements
are allowable. Deflections from proof rolling of rigid pavement support courses should not be
visually detectable.

9. CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS
9.1 Earthwork

Excessively organic soils, deleterious materials, or disturbed soils generally undergo high volume
changes when subjected to loads, which is detrimental to subgrade behavior in the area of
pavements, floor slabs, structural fills, and foundations. Mature brush and thick grasses with
associated root systems were noted at the time of our investigation. It is recommended that
organic or disturbed soils, if encountered, be removed to depths of 1 foot (minimum), and wasted
or stockpiled for later use. Stripping depths should be adjusted in the field to assure that the
entire root zone or disturbed zone or topsoil are removed prior to placement and compaction of
fill materials. Exact removal depths should be determined during grading operations by Atlas
personnel, and should be based upon subgrade soil type, composition, and firmness or soil
stability. If underground storage tanks, underground utilities, wells, or septic systems are
discovered during construction activities, they must be decommissioned then removed or
abandoned in accordance with governing Federal, State, and local agencies. Excavations
developed as the result of such removal must be backfilled with fill materials as defined in the
Structural Fill section.

Atlas should oversee subgrade conditions (i.e., moisture content) as well as placement and
compaction of new fill (if required) after native soils are excavated to design grade.
Recommendations for structural fill presented in this report can be used to minimize volume
changes and differential settlements that are detrimental to the behavior of footings, pavements,
and floor slabs. Sufficient density tests should be performed to properly monitor compaction.

9.2 Grading

Positive grades must be maintained surrounding structures and pavements, including exterior
slabs. The interface of plant bedding materials and underlying soils should be graded to provide
drainage away from site elements. Otherwise, bedding materials may direct water to underlying
fine-grained soils, which increases the potential for localized heave. Excessive watering of
landscaping should be avoided. [f structures are to be tightly clustered, limiting space between
two adjacent foundation systems, subsurface drains may be required to alleviate water ponding
during short, intense storm events.

Atlas No. B240211g
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8.3 Dry Weather

If construction is to be conducted during dry seasonal conditions, many problems associated with
soft soils may be avoided. However, some rutting of subgrade soils may be induced by shallow
groundwater conditions related to springtime runoff or irrigation activities during late summer
through early fall. Solutions to problems associated with soft subgrade soils are outlined in the
Soft Subgrade Soils section. Problems may also arise because of lack of moisture in native
soils and fill materials at time of placement. This will require the addition of water to achieve near-
optimum moisture levels. Low-cohesion soils exposed in excavations may become friable,
increasing chances of sloughing or caving. Measures to control excessive dust should be
considered as part of the overall health and safety management plan.

9.4 Wet Weather

If construction is to be conducted during wet seasonal conditions (commonly from mid-November
through May), problems associated with soft soils must be considered as part of the construction
plan. During this time of year, fine-grained soils such as silts and clays will become unstable with
increased moisture content, and eventually deform orrut. Additionally, constant low temperatures
reduce the possibility of drying soils to near optimum conditions.

9.5 Soft Subgrade Soils

Shallow fine-grained subgrade soils that are high in moisture content should be expected to pump
and rut under construction traffic. During periods of wet weather, construction may become very
difficult if not impossible. The following recommendations and options have been included for
dealing with soft subgrade conditions:

e Track-mounted vehicles should be used to strip the subgrade of root matter and other
deleterious debris. Heavy rubber-tired equipment should be prohibited from operating
directly on the native subgrade and areas in which fill materials have been placed.
Construction traffic should be restricted to designated roadways that do not cross, or cross
on a limited basis, proposed roadway or parking areas.

e Soft areas can be over-excavated and replaced with granular structural fill.

e Construction roadways on soft subgrade soils should consist of a minimum 2-foot
thickness of large cobbles of 4 to 6 inches in diameter with sufficient sand and fines to fill
voids. Construction entrances should consist of a 6-inch thickness of clean, 2-inch
minimum, angular drain-rock and must be a minimum of 10 feet wide and 30 to 50 feet
long. During the construction process, top dressing of the entrance may be required for
maintenance.

e Scarification and aeration of subgrade soils can be employed to reduce the moisture
content of wet subgrade soils. After stripping is complete, the exposed subgrade shouid
be ripped or disked to a depth of 1'% feet and allowed to air dry for 2 to 4 weeks. Further
disking should be performed on a weekly basis to aid the aeration process.

e Alternative soil stabilization methods include use of geotextiles, lime, and cement
stabilization. Atlas is available to provide recommendations and guidelines at your
request.

Atlas No. B240211g
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9.6 Frozen Subgrade Scils

Prior to placement of fill materials or foundation elements, frozen subgrade soils must either be
allowed to thaw or be stripped to depths that expose non-frozen soils and wasted or stockpiled
for later use. Stockpiled materials must be allowed to thaw and return to near-optimal conditions
prior to use as fill.

The onsite, shallow clayey and silty soils are susceptible to frost heave during freezing
temperatures. For exterior flatwork and other structural elements, adequate drainage away from
subgrades is critical. Compaction and use of granular structural fill will also help to mitigate the
potential for frost heave. Complete removal of frost susceptible soils for the full frost depth,
followed by replacement with a non-frost susceptible granular structural fill, can also be used to
mitigate the potential for frost heave. Atlas is available to provide further guidance/assistance
upon request.

9.7 Structural Fill

The following table defines the types of fill material that is suitable for use on the project. Refer
to the Fill Placement and Compaction section for recommended placement locations for each
fill type listed below.

Table 6 — Fill Material Criteria

Eill Type Material Lift Thickness*

ISPWC Section 801 for 1-inch, 3-inch, or 6-
Granular Structural Fill inch Uncrushed Aggregate and 12 inches
ISPWC Section 802 Aggregate Base

ISPWC Section 802 for Type 1 Crushed

Aggregate Base Aggregate Base 12 inches
1ISPWC Section 801 for 3-inch or 6-inch .

Structural Subbase Uncrushed Aggregate 12 inches

Suitable Structural Fill Onsite/imported ML, SM, and GM soils that 6 inches

are free of organics and debris

*Initial loose thickness, prior to compaction.
**Onsite CL soils are unsuitable for use as fill material.

9.8 Fill Placement and Compaction

Requirements for fill material type and compaction effort are dependent on the planned use of the
material. The following table specifies material type and compaction requirements based on the
placement location of the fill material.

Atlas No. B240211g
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Table 7 - Fill Placement and Compaction Requirements

Fill Location Material Type Compaction

Foundations Granular Structural Fill 95% of ASTM D1557

Granular Structural Fill or
Suitable Structural Fill

Interior Slab-on-Grade 95% of ASTM D1557

Top 4 Inches of Interior and Exterior

Slab-on-Grade Aggregate Base Material 95% of ASTM D1557
Below Flexible Pavement Subgrade Granular Structural Fill or 95% of ASTM D698 or
and Exterior Flatwork Areas Suitable Structural Fill 92% of ASTM D1557

Granular Structural Fill or
Suitable Structural Fill

Granular Structural Fill or
Suitable Structural Fill

*Retaining wall backfill material cannot exceed a maximum particle size of 4-inches.

Fill Slopes 95% of ASTM D1557

Utility Trench Backfill Per ISPWC Section 306

Prior to placement of fill materials, surfaces must be prepared as outlined in the Earthwork
section. Fill material must be placed in horizontal lifts not exceeding 6-inches in thickness for
fine-grained soils and 12-inches in thickness for granular structural fill, aggregate base material,
and subbase material. All fill material must be moisture-conditioned to achieve optimum moisture
content prior to compaction. During placement all fill materials must be monitored and tested to
confirm compaction requirements have been achieved, as specified above, prior to placement of
subsequent lifts. In addition, compacted surfaces must be in a firm and unyielding condition.
Atlas personnel should be onsite to verify suitability of subgrade soil conditions, identify whether
further work is necessary, and perform in-place moisture density testing.

Sufficient density tests should be performed to properly monitor compaction. Ata minimum, Atlas
recommends one test per lift as follows:

e Structures — 1 test every 5,000 square feet

e Pavement and Exterior Flatwork Areas — 1 test every 10,000 square feet
e Foundation and Retaining Wall Backfill — 1 test every 500 square feet

e Ultility Trench Backfill — 1 test every 100 linear feet

Silty soils require very high moisture contents for compaction, require a long time to dry out if
natural moisture contents are too high, and may also be susceptible to frost heave under certain
conditions. Therefore, these materials can be quite difficult to work with as moisture content, lift
thickness, and compactive effort becomes difficult to control. If_silty soil is used for fill, lift
thicknesses should _not_exceed 6_i ches loose ill matenal moisture st be closel
i 1. Following
placement the exposed surface must be protected from degradatlon resultmg from construction
traffic or subsequent construction. It is anticipated that fine-grained soils will not be suitable for
reuse during the wet season.

Atlas No, B240211g
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If material contains more than 40 percent but less than 50 percent oversize (greater than %-inch)
particles, compaction of fill must be confirmed per ISPWC Section 202.3.8.C.3. Material should
contain sufficient fines to fill void spaces and must not contain more than 50 percent oversize
particles.

9.9 Backfill of Walls

Backfili materials must conform to the requirements of structural fill, as defined in this report. For
wall heights greater than 2.5 feet, the maximum material size should not exceed 4 inches in
diameter. Placing oversized material against rigid surfaces interferes with proper compaction and
can induce excessive point loads on walls. Backfill shall not commence until the wall has gained
sufficient strength to resist placement and compaction forces. Further, retaining walls above 2.5
feet in height shall be backfilled in a manner that will limit the potential for damage from
compaction methods and/or equipment. It is recommended that only small hand-operated
compaction equipment be used for compaction of backfill within a horizontal distance equal to the
height of the wall, measured from the back face of the wall.

Backfill should be compacted in accordance with the specifications in the Fill Placement and
Compaction section, except in those areas where it is determined that future settlement is not a
concern, such as planter areas. In nonstructural areas, backfill must be compacted to a firm and
unyielding condition. Atlas recommends in these areas that the top 12 inches must consist of a
low permeability (clay or silt) soil to limit surface water infiltration.

Proper grading away from structures is critical. The surface must be graded away from the
structure. In addition, Atlas recommends that roof drains carry stormwater at least 10 feet away
from the structure.

9.10 Excavations

Shallow excavations that do not exceed 4 feet in depth may be constructed with side slopes
approaching vertical. Below this depth, it is recommended that slopes be constructed in
accordance with Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) regulations, Section
1926, Subpart P. Based on these regulations, on-site soils are classified as type “C” soil, and as
such, excavations within these soils should be constructed at a maximum slope of 1%z feet
horizontal to 1 foot vertical (1%:1) for excavations up to 20 feet in height. Excavations in excess
of 20 feet will require additional analysis. Note that these slope andles are considered stable for
short-term conditions only, and will not be stable for long-term conditions.

During the subsurface exploration, test pit sidewalls generally exhibited little indication of collapse.
For deep excavations, native granular sediments cannot be expected to remain in position. These
materials are prone to failure and may collapse, thereby undermining upper soil layers. This is
especially true when excavations approach depths near the water table. Care must be taken to
ensure that excavations are properly backfilled in accordance with procedures outlined in this
report.
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9.11 Groundwater Control

Groundwater was not encountered during the investigation and is anticipated to be below the
depth of most construction. Special precautions may be required for control of surface runoff and
subsurface seepage. It is recommended that runoff be directed away from open excavations.
Silty and clayey soils may become soft and pump if subjected to excessive traffic during time of
surface runoff. Ponded water in construction areas should be drained through methods such as
trenching, sloping, crowning grades, nightly smooth drum rolling, or installing a French drain
system. Additionally, temporary or permanent driveway sections should be constructed if
extended wet weather is forecasted.

10. GENERAL COMMENTS

Based on the subsurface conditions encountered during this investigation and available
information regarding the proposed development, the site is adequate for the planned
construction. When plans and specifications are complete, and if significant changes are made
in the character or_location of the proposed development, consultation with Atlas must be
arranged as supplementary recommendations may be required. Suitability of subgrade soils and
compaction of fill materials must be verified by Atlas personnel prior to placement of structural
elements. Additionally, monitoring and testing should be performed to verify that suitable
materials are used for fill and that proper placement and compaction techniques are utilized.
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APPENDIX | WARRANTY AND LIMITING CONDITIONS

Atlas warrants that findings and conclusions contained herein have been formulated in
accordance with generally accepted professional engineering practice in the fields of foundation
engineering, soil mechanics, and engineering geology only for the site and project described in
this report. These engineering methods have been developed to provide the client with
information regarding apparent or potential engineering conditions relating to the site within the
scope cited above and are necessarily limited to conditions observed at the time of the site visit
and research. Field observations and research reported herein are considered sufficient in detail
and scope to form a reasonable basis for the purposes cited above.

Limitations

Test pits 47,48, and 49 were relocated due to accessibility restrictions with the trailer-mounted
water tank. Additional test pits for lot 43 and lot 49 were advanced due to unsuitable soils in the
original location selected.

Exclusive Use

This report was prepared for exclusive use of the property owner(s), at the time of the
report, and their retained design consultants (“Client”). Conclusions and recommendations
presented in this report are based on the agreed-upon scope of work outlined in this report
together with the Contract for Professional Services between the Client and Atlas Technical
Consultants (“Consultant”). Use or misuse of this report, or reliance upon findings hereof, by
parties other than the Client s at their own risk. Neither Client nor Consultant make representation
of warranty to such other parties as to accuracy or completeness of this report or suitability of its
use by such other parties for purposes whatsoever, known or unknown, to Client nor Consultant.
Neither Client nor Consultant shall have liability to indemnify or hold harmless third parties for
losses incurred by actual or purported use or misuse of this report. No other warranties are
implied or expressed.

Report Recommendations are Limited and Subject to Misinterpretation

There is a distinct possibility that conditions may exist that could not be identified within the scope
of the investigation or that were not apparent during our site investigation. Findings of this report
are limited to data collected from noted explorations advanced and do not account for unidentified
fill zones, unsuitable soil types or conditions, and variability in soil moisture and groundwater
conditions. To avoid possible misinterpretations of findings, conclusions, and implications of this
report, Atlas should be retained to explain the report contents to other design professionals as
well as construction professionals.
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Since actual subsurface conditions on the site can only be verified by earthwork, note that
construction recommendations are based on general assumptions from selective observations
and selective field exploratory sampling. Upon commencement of construction, such conditions
may be identified that require corrective actions, and these required corrective actions may impact
the project budget. Therefore, construction recommendations in this report should be considered
preliminary, and Atlas should be retained to observe actual subsurface conditions during
earthwork construction activities to provide additional construction recommendations as needed.

Since geotechnical reports are subject to misinterpretation, do not separate the soil logs from the
report. Rather, provide a copy of, or authorize for their use, the complete report to other design
professionals or contractors. Locations of exploratory sites referenced within this report should
be considered approximate locations only. For more accurate locations, services of a
professional land surveyor are recommended.

This report is also limited to information available at the time it was prepared. In the event
additional information is provided to Atlas following publication of our report, it will be forwarded
to the client for evaluation in the form received.

Environmental Concerns

Comments in this report concerning either onsite conditions or observations, including soil
appearances and odors, are provided as general information. These comments are not intended
to describe, quantify, or evaluate environmental concerns or situations. Since personnel, skills,
procedures, standards, and equipment differ, a geotechnical investigation report is not intended
to substitute for a geoenvironmental investigation or a Phase II/lll Environmental Site
Assessment. If environmental services are needed, Atlas can provide, via a separate contract,
those personnel who are trained to investigate and delineate soil and water contamination.
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APPENDIX IV GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-1 (Lot 52 Block 2) Latitude: 43.765810

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.749751

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 11.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

{feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown.
dry to slightly moist, soft to Cla
medium stiff, with fine-grained y

0.5-0.75
sand.
--Organic material encountered to
0.2 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry,
zgf; dto very stiff, with fine-grained Silt Loam
1.550 --Intermittent weak calcium 2030

. B-2
carbonate cementation
encountered throughout.
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- .
SM): Light brown, dry, medium| | e Sand
dense, with fine to coarse-grained

A-2b

sand.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry, Silt Loam
9.0-11.0|stiff to very stiff, with fine-grained
sand. B-2

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.

0.0-1.5
Unsuitable

8.0-9.0
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-2 (Lot 51 Block 2)
Date Advanced: February 28. 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El

Latitude: 43.766374

Longitude: -116.750118

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil

Depth Field Description and USCS = e Sample
{feet Soil and Sediment Classm.catcon. LN Depth Qp 43
i, and Design Soil  Type Test ID
bgs) Classification S {feet bgs)
ubgroup
Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly Cla
moist, soft to medium stiff. y
0.0-2.5 ; : 0.5-0.75
--Organic material encountered to .
Unsuitable
0.2 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Brown, moist, Silt Loam
very stiff to hard, with fine-grained
_ sand. B-2
[ 2.5-5.0 |--Weak to moderate calcium| (2.5-3.2feet) 3.0-4.5+
carbonate cementation
encountered from 3.2 to 5.0 feet| Unsuitable*
bgs. (3.2-5.0 feet)
Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry,| Sandy Loam
medium dense to dense, with fine
to medium-grained sand. B-1
5.0-10.0|--Moderate calcium carbonate| (5.0-7.5 feet)
cementation encountered from 7.5
to 10.0 feet bgs. Unsuitable*
(7.5-10.0 feet)

Notes: See Site Map for test pit focation.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-3 (Lot 50 Block 2) Latitude: 43.766751

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.750443

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil Sample
Classification = Sample =" 't’h o Lab
and Design Soil  Type P P Test 1D |
{feet bgs) .
Subgroup :

Depth Field Description and USCS

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay (CL): Dark brown,

: ' . . Clay
slightly moist. soft to medium stiff.
UH50 --Organic material encountered to| o v LR
0.2 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Brown, moist, Silt Loam
very stiff to hard, with fine-grained

sand. B-2
2.3-5.0 |--Moderate to strong calcium| (2.3-4.0feet) 3.0-4.5+
carbonate cementation
encountered from 4.0 to 5.0 feet| Unsuitable*
bgs. (4.0-5.0 feet)
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
SM): Light brown, dry, medium
5.0-10.0 dense, with fine to medium- A-2b GS 6.5-7.0 A

grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.

Lab Test 1D Sand (%) Silti(%) Clay (%)
A 92.3 7.7 0.0

Sieve Analysis (% Passing)
#4 #10 #40 #100 #200
A 2.8 100 99 96 27 7.7

L ab TestID  Moisture (%)
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-4 (Lot 49 Block 2) Latitude: 43.767172

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.750575

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 10.2 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth  Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

(feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Dark

brown, slightly moist, soft to stiff, Clay

0.0-3.2 [with fine-grained sand. 0.25-1.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable {
0.4 foot bgs. f
Sandy Silt (ML): Brown, moist, .
very stiff to hard, with fine-grained Silt Loam

3.2-8.5 [sand. B-2 3.0-4.5+
--Sand content increased with
depth.
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
SM): Light brown, dry, loose to

8.5-10.2|medium dense, with fine to A-2b
coarse-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-5 (Lot 48 Block 2) Latitude: 43.767570

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.750664

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 8.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

({feet bgs)

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Dark

brown, slightly moist, medium stiff, Clay
0.0-2.8 |with fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.3 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
moist, very stiff, with fine to
2.8-4.3 medium-grained sand. B-2 2.5-3.0

Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light

brown, dry, loose to medium Sand
dense, with fine to coarse-grained
4.3-8.0 | sand. A1

--Refusal at 8.0 feet bgs due to
caving sidewalls.
Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-6 (Lot 47 Block 2) Latitude: 43.768137

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.750714

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample

Depth Qp
{feet bgs)

Lab
Test D

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

[ Sandy Lean Clay (CL): Dark
brown, slightly moist, soft to stiff, Clay Loam
| 0.0-2.0 |with fine-grained sand. 0.25-1.5
--Organic material encountered to C-2
0.3 foot bgs.

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
SM): Light brown, dry, loose to

2.0-10.0| e dium dense, with fine to A-2b GS | 4.045 B
coarse-grained sand. I
Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Lab Test 1D Sand (%) Silt (%) Clay (%)
B 90.5 6.8 27

Sieve Analysis (% Passing)
#4 #10 #40 #100 #200

Lab Test1D  Moisture (%) LL
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-7 (Lot 46 Block 2) Latitude: 43.768473

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.750716

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 11.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil Sample
Classificatio Sample Lab
ol Tyme. /Depth Qp LN,

and Design Soil ~ Type
Subgroup {feet bgs)

Depth  Field Description and USCS

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Dark
brown to brown. dry to slightly Cla
moist, soft to medium stiff, with y 0.25-0.75

0.0-3.2 fine-grained sand. Unsuitable
--Organic material encountered to
0.4 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry .
to slightly moist, very stiff to hard, Sl
with fine-grained sand. B-2
--Moderate calcium carbonate
. (3.2-3.5 and 9.5-
3.2-11.0 cementation encountered from 3.5 11.0 feet) 3.0-4 5+

to 5.0 feet bgs.

—-Moderate to strong calcium| o oo

carbonate cementation
encountered from 5.0 to 9.5 feet| (599 feet
bgs.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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Depth
{feet
bgs)

[ o

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-8 (Lot 45 Block 2)

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El

Field Description and USCS
Soil and Sediment
Classification

tean Clay with Sand (CL): Dark

Latitude: 43.767972

Longitude: -116.749817

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 6.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample

and Design Soil
Subgroup

Sample
Depth Qp
Type (feet bgs)

Lab
Test D

--Refusal at 6.0 feet bgs due to
caving sidewalls.

brown, slightly moist, medium stiff, Clay
0.0-3.2 |with fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.2 foot bgs.
Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light
brown, dry, loose to medium Sand
39.6.0 dense, with fine to coarse-grained
sand. A-1

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-9 (Lot 44 Block 2) Latitude: 43.767839

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.748137

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 8.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil ~ Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS

Sample
Depth Qp
(feet bgs)

Lab

{feet Soil and Sediment TestiD

bgs) Classification

Sandy Silt (ML): Brown, slightly
moist, stiff to very stiff, with fine to Silt Loam
0.0-2.0 |medium-grained sand.
--Organic material encountered to B-2
0.2 foot bgs.

Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Brown
to light brown, dry, loose, with fine
2.0-8.0 |to coarse-grained sand.

--Refusal at 8.0 feet bgs due to
caving sidewalls.

Sand

At GS | 6.0-7.0 c*

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Not a sufficient amount of fines were encountered to run a hydrometer per the standard.

Sieve Analysis (% Passing)
#4 #10 #40 #100 3#200
A 2.8 100 94 34 6 3.9

Lab TestiD  Moisture (%)
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-10 (Lot 43 Block 2) Latitude: 43.767890

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.747847

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 12.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

{feet bgs)

Lab
TJest 1D

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Dark

brown, slightly moist, medium stiff, Clay

0.0-2.7 |with fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.4 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown,
slightly moist, very stiff to hard, Silt Loam
with fine to medium-grained sand.
--Moderate to strong calcium| Unsuitable*
carbonate cementation
encountered throughout.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.

2.7-12.0 3.0-4.5+
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-11 (Lot 43 Block 2) Latitude: 43.768161

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.747947

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil = Type
Subgroup

Sample
Depth Qp
{feet bgs)

Depth Field Description and USCS

L.ab

(feet Soil and Sediment TestID :

bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Dark

brown, slightly moist, medium stiff, Clay

0.0-2.2 |with fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.4 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML):. Light brown, Silt Loam
slightly moist, very stiff to hard,

with fine to medium-grained sand. B-2
--Moderate calcium carbonate|(2.2-3.5 and 5.0-
2.2-7.5 | comentation encountered from 3.5 7.5 feet) 3.0-4.5+

to 5.0 feet bgs.
Unsuitable*
(3.5-5.0 feet)

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
SM): Light brown, dry, loose to
medium dense, with fine to A-2b
coarse-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.

7.5-10.0
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-12 (Lot 42 Block 2)
Date Advanced: February 28. 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Gavin Marron. E|

Latitude: 43.768546

Longitude: -116.748136

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil

Depth Field Description and USCS AN Sample
{feet Soil and Sediment ag:jasose';'i;?‘t'gg" S.?.ymppe'e Depth Qp T:;t)ID
bgs) Classification Subgroup (feet bgs)
Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown.
dry to slightly moist, stiff, with fine- Clay
0.0-2.5 |grained sand. 1.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.5 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry Silt Loam
to slightly moist, very stiff to hard,
with fine to medium-grained sand. B-2
2.5-5.0 |--Moderate calcium carbonate| (2.5-4.5 feet) 3.5-4.5+
cementation encountered from 4.5
to 5.0 feet bgs. Unsuitable*
(4.5-5.0 feet)
Silty Sand (SM): Brown, dry,| SandylLoam
5.0-10.0|medium dense, with fine to
coarse-grained sand. B-1

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-13 (Lot 36 Block 2) Latitude: 43.768860

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.747401

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, E! Total Depth: 10.5 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

(feet bgs)

Lab
TJest ID

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown.

slightly moist, stiff to very stiff, with Clay
0.0-2.0 |fine-grained sand. 2.0-3.0
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.3 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, .
slightly moist, very stiff to hard, SHEET
with fine to medium-grained sand.
2090 |"Weak to moderate calcium @ O-E-(? feet) 3.5-4 5+
7 |carbonate cementation T o
gngountered from 4.0 to 9.0 feet Unsuitable*
gs- (4.0-9.0 feet)

Silty Sand (SM): Brown, dry,| SandylLoam
9.0-10.5|medium dense, with fine to
medium-grained sand. B-1

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-14 (Lot 35 Block 2) Latitude: 43.768879

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.746526

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 10.5 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

{feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown,

slightly moist, stiff to very stiff, with Clay

0.0-2.0 |fine-grained sand. 2.0-2.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.3 foot bgs. |

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry

to slightly moist, very stiff to hard, S EED
with fine to medium-grained sand. B-2
--Weak to moderate calcium
2.0-9.5 carbonate cementation (2.0-4.0 feet) 3.5-4.5+
encountered from 4.0 to 9.5 feet Unsui N
bgs. nsuitable

(4.0-9.5 feet)

Sity Sand (SM): Brown, dry,| Sandy Loam
9.5-10.5|medium dense, with fine to

medium-grained sand. B-1

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-15 (Lot 34 Block 2) Latitude: 43.769735

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.746056

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil Type
Subgroup

Depth  Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

{feet bgs)

Lab
TestiD

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown,

slightly moist. medium stiff, with Clay
0.0-1.8 [fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.3 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry, .
very stiff to hard, with fine to ST
medium-grained sand. Unsuitable*

--Moderate calcium carbonate
1.8-7.5 |cementation encountered from 1.8
to 4.5 feet bgs.
--Strong calcium carbonate
cementation encountered from 4.5
to 7.0 feet bgs.

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
SM): Light brown, dry, loose to
medium dense, with fine to A-2b
coarse-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.

(1.8-7.0 feet) 3.5.4.5+

B-2
(7.0-7.5)

7.5-10.0
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Depth
{feet
bgs)

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-16 (Lot 33 Block 2)
Date Advanced: February 28, 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El

Field Description and USCS
Soil and Sediment
Classification

Latitude: 43.770169

Longitude: -116.746363

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample

Sample
Depth Qp
{feet bgs)

Lab
and Design Soil  Type Test ID

Subgroup

Lean Clay with Sand (CL). Brown,
slightly moist, medium stiff, with Clay
0.0-1.0 [fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.3 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry,
very stiff to hard, with fine to Silt Loam
medium-grained sand.
--Moderate calcium carbonate B-2
1.0-8.0 |cementation encountered from 3.5 (1.0-3.5)
to 6.0 feet bgs.
--Strong  calcium  carbonate| Unsuitable*
cementation encountered from 6.0 (3.5-8.0 feet)
to 8.0 feet bgs.
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
8.0-10.0 SM): Light brown, dry, loose to
) " 'medium dense, with fine to A-2b
coarse-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-17 (Lot 32 Block 2) Latitude: 43.770512

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.746978

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil A
Classification Sample De ’t)h Q Lab
and Design Soil  Type P P Test ID
{feet'bgs)
Subgroup

Depth  Field Description and USCS

{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown,

slightly moist, medium stiff, with Clay
0.0.-2.3 |fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.5 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry, .
hard, with fine to medium-grained SlsCe
sand. . .
2344 | Moderate to strong calcium Sl 4.5
carbonate cementation

encountered throughout.

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
SM): Light brown, dry, loose to
medium dense, with fine to A-2b
coarse-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.

4.4-10.0
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-18 (Lot 38 Block 2) Latitude: 43.769935

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.748469

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 10.3 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth  Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

{feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown,

slightly moist, medium stiff to stiff, Clay

0.0-2.4 |with fine-grained sand. 1.0-1.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.3 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry,

hard, with fine to medium-grained Silt Loam
sand. . N
24-6.0 --Moderate to strong calcium Unsuitable 4.5+
carbonate cementation
encountered throughout.
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
SM): Light brown, dry, medium
6.0-10.3 |dense, with fine to coarse-grained A-2b

sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-19 (Lot 37 Block 2) Latitude: 43.769413

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.748035

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. EI Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS
{feet Soil and Sediment

Sample
Depth Qp
(feet bgs)

Lab
TJest ID

bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown,

slightly moist. medium stiff, with Clay

0.0-2.4 [fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.5 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry, Silt Loam
hard, with fine to medium-grained

sand. Unsuitable*
2.4-8.0 |--Moderate to strong calcium| (2.4-4.4 feet)

carbonate cementation

encountered from 2.4 to 4.4 feet B-2

bgs. (4.4-8.0 feet)

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry,| Sandy Loam
8.0-10.0|loose to medium dense, with fine
to coarse-grained sand. B-1 J

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-20 (Lot 41 Block 2) Latitude: 43.769026

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.749015

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 10.1 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS

Sample
Depth Qp
{feet bgs)

Lab

(feet Soil and Sediment Test ID

bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown,

slightly moist, medium stiff to stiff, Clay

0.0-2.2 |with fine-grained sand. 0.75-1.0
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.4 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry,
hard, with fine to medium-grained Silt Loam

sand.
2265 --Moderate to strong calcium| Unsuitable* 4.5+
carbonate cementation

encountered throughout.

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry,| Sandy Loam
medium dense to dense, with fine
to coarse-grained sand. B-1

6.5-10.1|--Moderate calcium carbonate| (6.5-7.0 feet)
cementation encountered from 7.0
to 10.1 feet bgs. Unsuitable*
(7.0-10.1)

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-21 (Lot 58 Block 3) Latitude: 43.765546
Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.750718
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs
. ey USDA Soil
Depth ~ Field Description and USCS For o Sample
(feet Soil and Sediment ag:,asns;';'i‘::';g“ S?;:)‘;'e ‘Depth  Qp T(le-:tle
bgs) Classification Subgroup {feet bgs)
Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly
moist, soft to medium stiff, with Clay
0.0-2.5 [fine-grained sand. 0.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.3 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry Loam
to slightly moist, very stiff to hard,
with fine-grained sand. B-2
2.5-7.0 [--Weak calcium carbonate (2.5-6.0) 3.5-4.5+
cementation encountered from 6.0
to 7.0 feet bgs. Unsuitable*
(6.0-7.0 feet)
Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry
7.0-10.0 to slightly moist, loose to medium Sl
) “ldense, with fine to medium- B-1
grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-22 (Lot 57 Block 3) Latitude: 43.765717

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.751582

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 10.3 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil = Type
Subgroup

Depth ~ Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth

(feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

{teet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly Cla

moist, stiff. with fine-grained sand. y
0.0-2.4 0 . . 15

--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable

0.5 foot bgs.

Siity Sand (SM): Light brown,| Sandy Loam
2.4-3.5 |slightly moist, medium dense, with

fine to coarse-grained sand. B-1

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry

to §Ilghtly moist, hard, with fine- Silt Loam
35.7.0 grained sand. . 4.5+

--Weak calcium carbonate Unsuitable*

cementation encountered

throughout.

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry{ Sandy Loam

to slightly moist, loose to medium

dense, with fine to medium-{ Unsuitable*
7.0-10.3 {grained sand. (7.0-9.0 feet)

--Weak calcium carbonate

cementation encountered from 7.0 B-1

to 9.0 feet bgs. (9.0-10.3 feet)

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Latitude: 43.766050

Longitude: -116.752483

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

Test Pit Log #: TP-23 (Lot 56 Block 3)
Date Advanced: February 29. 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Colby Meyer, GIT
Depth Field Description and USCS
Soil and Sediment
Classification

{feet
bgs)

Lean Clay (CL): Brown. slightly
moist. medium stiff to stiff, with
fine-grained sand.

--Organic material encountered to
0.5 foot bgs.

0.0-1.0

USDA Soil

Classification Sample

and Design Soil
Subgroup

Clay

Unsuitable

Sample
Depth
{feet bgs)

Lab

QP yestiD

Type

1.0

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry
to slightly moist, medium dense to
dense, with fine to medium-
grained sand.

--Intermittent weakly cemented
nodules encountered throughout.

1.0-5.6

Sandy Loam

B-1

GS 3.0-4.0

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP-
SM): Light brown, dry to slightly
moist, loose, with fine-grained
sand.

5.6-10.0

Fine Sand

A-2b

GS 6.0-7.0

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.

*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.

Sieve Analysis (% Passing)

Lab TestiD Moisture (% LL P

abges Sistred %) #4 #10 | #40  #100  #200
D 12.1 NP NP 100 | 100 94 71 477
E 2.9 NP NP 100 | 100 99 37 10.1
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-24 (Lot 55 Block 3) Latitude: 43.766616

Date Advanced: February 29. 2024 Longitude: -116.752510

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 12.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification  Sample
and Design Soil = Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

{feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

({feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL):
Brown, slightly moist, very stiff,
with fine to medium-grained
sand.

--Organic material encountered
to 0.3 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown,
slightly moist, very stiff to hard,
with fine to medium-grained Silt Loam
1.5-10.0 |sand. 2.5-4.5+
--Intermittent weak to moderate| Unsuitable*
calcium carbonate cementation
encountered throughout.

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown,| Sandyloam
10.0-12.0 |slightly moist, dense, with fine-
grained sand. B-1

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.

Clay
0.0-15 3.0

Unsuitable

Atlas No. B240211g
Page | 46
Copyright © 2024 Atlas Technical Consultants




AT o

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-25 (Lot 54 Block 3) Latitude: 43.767142

Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.752531

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 7.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification  Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

(feet bgs)

Lab
Test 1D

{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown,

slightly moist, stiff, with fine to Clay

0.0-2.0 |medium-grained sand. 1.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.3 foot bgs.

Siity Sand (SM). Light brown,
slightly moist, loose to medium
dense, with fine to medium-

: B-1
grained sand.

Sandy Loam
2.0-2.6

Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light
brown, dry to slightly moist, loose, Sand
2.6-7.0 |with fine to medium-grained sand. A1
--Refusal at 7.0 feet bgs due to
caving sidewalls.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-26 (Lot 53 Block 3) Latitude: 43.767801

Date Advanced: February 29. 2024 Longitude: -116.752552

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 11.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample

Depth ~ Field Description and USCS
{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Sample
Depth Qp
{feet bgs)

Lab
and Design Soil Type Test ID

Subgroup

Lean Clay (CL):. Brown, slightly

0.0-14 moist, very stiff. Clay 25
7 7 [--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable )

0.3 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry Loam
to slightly moist, very stiff to hard,
with fine to medium-grained sand. B-2

1.4-5.0 |--Moderate calcium carbonate| (1.4-3.0 feet) 2.5-4.5+
cementation encountered from 3.0
to 5.0 feet bgs. Unsuitable*

(3.0-5.0 feet)

Sity Sand (SM): Light brown,| SandylLoam
slightly moist, dense, with fine to
medium-grained sand. B-1
--Strong  calcium  carbonate|(5.0-7.0 and 8.0-
cementation encountered from 7.0 11.0 feet)

to 8.0 feet bgs.

5.0-11.0

Unsuitable*
(7.0-8.0 feet)

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-27 (Lot 52 Block 3) Latitude: 43.768301
Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.752611
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 8.5 feet bgs
; i USDA Soil
Field Dgscnptlon .and USCS Classification Sample Sample Lab
Soil and Sediment » g Depth Qp
R and Design Soil. Type Test ID
Classification {feet bgs) |
Subgroup
Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly Cla
moist, medium stiff to stiff. y
0.0-2.2 ; . 1.0-1.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.2 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
slightly moist, stiff to hard, with

fine-grained sand. B-2
2.2-7.0 |--Weak to moderate calcium| (2.2-5.4 feet) 2.0-4.5+
carbonate cementation
encountered from 5.4 to 7.0 feet| Unsuitable*
bgs. (5.4-7.0 feet)
Poorly Graded Sand (SP}). Light
brown, dry to slightly moist, loose, Sand
7.0-8.5 |with fine to medium-grained sand.
--Refusal at 8.5 feet bgs due to A-1
caving soils.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-28 (Lot 51 Block 3) Latitude: 43.768781

Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.752660

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 11.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample

Depth Field Description and USCS
(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Sample
Depth Qp
(feet bgs)

Lab
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly

Test ID _

0.0-2.5 |Moist. medium stiff to stiff. 17 5 10

77 [--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable )
0.3 foot bgs. |
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown,
slightly moist, very stiff to hard, .

2555 with fine-grained sand. S 3.0-4.5+

7Y |--Moderate  calcium  carbonate Unsuitable* o
cementation encountered
throughout.

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown,| SandylLoam
slightly moist, dense, with fine to
medium-grained sand. Unsuitable*
5.5-11.0|--Moderate calcium carbonate| (5.5-7.0 feet)
cementation encountered from 5.5
to 7.0 feet bgs. B-1

(7.0-11.0 feet)

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-29 (Lot 50 Block 3) Latitude: 43.769215

Date Advanced: February 29. 2024 Longitude: -116.752027

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Field Description and USCS
Soil and Sediment
Cilassification

Sample
Lab
Repil Qp Test D

(feet bgs)

Silt with Sand (ML): Brown, slightly

moist. medium stiff to stiff, with Silt
0.0-1.1 |fine-grained sand. GS 0.0-1.0 1.0 F
--Organic material encountered to C-1
0.3 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Siit Loam
1.1-6.5 |slightly moist, medium stiff to very 1.0-3.0
stiff, with fine-grained sand. B-2

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown,| SandyLoam
slightly moist, dense, with fine to
medium-grained sand. Unsuitable*
6.5-9.0 [--Weak calcium carbonate| (6.5-8.0 feet)
cementation encountered from 6.5
to 8.0 feet bgs. B-1

(8.0-9.0 feet)

Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light
brown, slightly moist, loose to
medium dense, with fine to
medium-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.

Sand

9.0-10.0
A-1

Sieve Analysis (% Passing)
#10 #40 #100 #200

Lab Test 1D | Moisture (%) LL
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Depth

(feet
bgs)

[ =y

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-30 (Lot 49 Block 3)
Date Advanced: February 29. 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT

Field Description and USCS
Soil and Sediment
Classification

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly

Latitude: 43.769537

Longitude: -116.751415

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 9.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification
and Design Soi!
Subgroup

Sample

Sample
Depth Qp
Type (feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

moist, soft to stiff. Clay
0.0-1.8 ) . 0.5-1.5
--Organic material encountered to .
Unsuitable
0.2 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown,
slightly moist, stiff to hard, with Silt Loam
fine-grained sand.
1.8-9.0 --Moderate calcium carbonate| Unsuitable* 2.0-4.5+
cementation encountered
throughout.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-31 (Lot 49 Block 3) Latitude: 43.769415

Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.751012

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer, GIT Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

{feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly Cla
moist, soft to stiff. y 0515
--Organic material encountered to o
0.2 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
slightly moist, stiff to hard, with fin-

0.0-1.3
Unsuitable

grained sand. B-2
--Moderate calcium carbonate| (1.3-4.0 feet and
1.3-9.0 [cementation encountered from 4.0{ 5.0 to 6.2 feet) 2.0-4.5+
to 5.0 feet bgs and 6.2 to 9.0 feet
bgs. Unsuitable*
(4.0-5.0 feet and
6.2-9.0 feet)

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
9.0-10.0{SM): Brown, dry, medium dense,
with fine to coarse-grained sand. A-2b

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-32 (Lot 46 Block 3) Latitude: 43.769928

Date Advanced: February 29. 2024 Longitude: -116.752574

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 11.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample

Depth Field Description and USCS
{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Sample
Depth Qp
(feet bgs)

Lab
and Design Soil  Type Test ID

Subgroup

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly

0.0-18 moist, stiff to very stiff. ol 20
7 |--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable ’

0.6 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown. dry Silt Loam
to slightly moist, stiff to hard, with
fine-grained sand. B-2

1.8-6.0 |--Moderate calcium carbonate| (1.8-5.0 feet) 2.0-4.5+
cementation encountered from 5.0
to 6.0 feet bgs. Unsuitable*

(5.0-6.0 feet)

Sity Sand (SM): Light brown,
slightly moist, dense, with fine to

6.0-9 0 medium-grained sand. Sl
77 |--Moderate  calcium  carbonate Unsuitable*
cementation encountered
throughout.
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- .
0.0.11.0/SM): Light brown, siightly moist I
) ““ldense, with fine to medium- A-2b

grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-33 (Lot 45 Block 3) Latitude: 43.770548
Date Advanced: February 29. 2024 Longitude: -116.752300
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
L.ogged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 8.0 feet bgs
’ g USDA Soil
Field Dgscnptlon pnd USCS Classification  Sample Sample Lab
Soil and Sediment - ' Depth Qp
Ao e and Design Soil'  Type Test 1D
Classification {feet bgs)
Subgroup
Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly Cla
moist, soft to stiff. y
0.0-2.4 . . 0.5-1.0
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.5 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
2.4-5.0 |slightly moist, stiff, with fine to 1.5
medium-grained sand. B-2
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP-
SM): Light brown, slightly moist, Fine Sand
5.0-8.0 medium dense, with fine to
77 | medium-grained sand. A-2b
--Refusal at 8.0 feet bgs due to
caving soils.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.

Atlas No. B240211g
Page | 55
Copyright © 2024 Atlas Technical Consultants



AT S—

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-34 (Lot 44 Block 3) Latitude: 43.771226

Date Advanced: February 29. 2024 Longitude: -116.752343

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 9.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

{feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly
moist, soft to stiff.

--Organic material encountered to
0.3 foot bgs.

Sandy Siit (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
2.0-5.0 |slightly moist, very stiff, with fine to
medium-grained sand. B-2
Silty Sand (SM):. Light brown,
slightly moist, loose, with fine to| Sandy Loam
5.0-9.0 {[medium-grained sand.
--Refusal at 9.0 feet bgs due to B-1
caving soils.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.

Clay
0.0-2.0 0.5-1.0

Unsuitable
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Latitude: 43.771504

Longitude: -116.751893

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 11.0 feet bgs

Test Pit Log #: TP-35 (Lot 43 Block 3)
Date Advanced: February 29, 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT

Field Description and USCS
Soil and Sediment
Classification

Depth

(feet
bgs)

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown.

USDA Soil

Classification Sample

and Design Soil
Subgroup

Sample
Depth
(feet bgs)

Type Qp

--Sidewall caving noted from 9.0 to
11.0 feet bgs.

(6.5-10.0 feet)

slightty moist, soft to medium stiff. Clay

0.0-1.0 |with fine to medium-grained sand. 0.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.7 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML). Light brown, Silt Loam

1.0-4.5 [slightly moist, medium stiff to stiff, 1.0
with fine-grained sand. B-2
Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light Sand

4.5-5.5 |brown, slightly moist, loose, with
fine to medium-grained sand. A-1
Silty Sand (SM): Brown, slightly
moist, loose to )very dense, with L7zl
fine to medium-grained sand. Unsuitable*

55-11.0 --Strong calcium carbonate (5.5 to 6.5)

) "~ |cementation encountered form 5.5 ) '
to 6.5 feet bgs. B-1

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.

*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-36 (Lot 42 Block 3)
Date Advanced: February 29, 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Colby Meyer, GIT

Depth ~ Field Description and USCS

(feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly

Latitude: 43.771276

Longitude: -116.751115

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Totat Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification
and Design Soil

Subgroup

Sample

Sample
Depth Qp
Type {feet bgs)

Lab
TJest ID

. : Clay
0.0-3.0 moist, stiff. 15
" 77 [--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable ’
0.8 foot bgs.
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP-
SM): Light brown, slightly moist, .
3.0-10.0 loose, with fine to medium-grained Fine Sand
‘ " |sand. A-2b
--Sidewall caving noted
throughout.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-37 (Lot 47 Block 3) Latitude: 43.770459
Date Advanced: February 29. 2024 Longitude: -116.751759
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs
X i USDA Soil
D(?:‘::‘ FleldSDoe"s ac;ugtézr;iz::‘\:nltjscs Classification  Sample SS:":':e Q Lab
b e and Design Soil  Type P P TestID |
gs) Classification Subgroup (feet bgs)
Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly Clay
0.0-2.0 moist, soft to medium stiff. 0.5-1.0
=7 1--Organic material encountered to Unsuitabl o
0.5 foot bgs. I
Silty Sand (SM): Light brown,
2 0-10.0 slightly moist, medium dense to Slile7 ekl
) ““ldense, with fine to medium- B-1
grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-38 (Lot 48 Block 3) Latitude: 43.769924

Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.750541

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 8.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample

Depth Field Description and USCS
{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Sample
Depth Qp
{feet bgs)

Lab
and Design Soil  Type Test ID

Subgroup

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly

moist, soft to medium stiff, with Clay

0.0-1.9 [fine-grained sand. 0.5
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.8 foot bgs.

Sity Sand (SM): Light brown,| Sandyloam
1.9-4.0 |slightly moist, loose, with fine to

medium-grained sand. B-1

Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light

brown, dry to slightly moist, loose, Sand
4.0-8.0 !with fine to medium-grained sand.

--Refusal at 8.0 feet bgs due to A-1

caving soils.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Latitude: 43.770276

Longitude: -116.749940

Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Test Pit Log #: TP-39 (Lot 40 Block 3)
Date Advanced: February 29, 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Colby Meyer, GIT

Sample
Depth Qp
{feet bgs)

Depth Field Description and USCS
Soil and Sediment

Classification

Lab
Test 1D

{feet
bgs)

Sandy Lean Clay (CL): Brown,

5.0-8.2

grained sand.

--Weak calcium carbonate
cementation encountered from 5.0
to 6.0 feet bgs.

(5.0-6.0 feet)

A-2b
(6.0-8.2 feet)

slightly moist, stiff. with fine to Clay Loam
0.0-3.0 {medium-grained sand. 15
--Organic material encountered to C-2
0.5 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
3.0-5.0 |slightly moist, very stiff, with fine-
grained sand. B-2
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP- Fine Sand
SM): Light brown, dry to slightly
moist, dense, with fine to medium- Unsuitable*

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry,
very dense, with fine to medium-

8.2-10.0 grained sand. SELCIZCCET)
' ~ [--Strong calcium carbonate . N
. Unsuitable
cementation encountered
throughout.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-40 (Lot 41 Block 3) Latitude: 43.770857
Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.747880
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs
; e USDA Soil
Depth Field Dgscrlptlon ‘and USCS Classification Sample Sample Lab
(feet Soil and Sediment - 5 Depth Qp
bgs) Classification O DeSIONISOILIEIVPE {feet bgs) Jaaiiel
Subgroup
Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly Cla
moist, stiff to very stiff. y
0.0-1.7 . : 1.5-2.0
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.5 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, .
17-5.0 slightly moist, very stiff to hard, Silt Loam 3.0-4.5+
77 with fine-grained sand. B-2 o
Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, Sandv Loam
slightly moist, dense to very y
dense, with fine to medium- Unsuitable*
) grained sand. _
S --Weak to moderate calcium (BN
carbonate cementation B-1
gggountered from 5.0 to 6.5 feet (6.5-10.0 feet)

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-41 (Lot 39 Block 3) Latitude: 43.771628

Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.749972

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil

Classification and = Sample
Design Soil Type
Subgroup

Depth | Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

(feet bgs)

Lab
TestID

{feet Soil and Sediment
bos) Classification

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, Cla

0.0-2.1 slightly moist. stiff to very stiff. y 20

77 |--Organic material Unsuitable ’

encountered to 0.3 foot bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam

2.1-5.3 |slightly moist, very stiff to 3.0-4.5+
hard, with fine-grained sand. B-2
Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, Sandy Loam

5.3-10.0 |slightly moist, dense, with fine GS 6.0-7.0 G
to medium-grained sand. B-1

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.

Sieve Analysis (% Passing)
#4 #10 #40 #100 #200
G 6.0 22 3 100 100 76 30 25.0

Lab TestID  Moisture (%) LL
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Depth
({feet

bgs)

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-42 (Lot 37 Block 3)
Date Advanced: February 29, 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT

Field Description and USCS
Soit and Sediment
Classification

Lean Clay (CL): Light brown,

Classification Sample
and Design Soil  Type

Latitude: 43.770273
Longitude: -116.749940
Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs
USDA Soil Sample
Depth Qp
(feet bgs)

Lab
Test ID
Subgroup

0.0-1.2 slightly moist, medium stiff to stiff. L)) 10
[ --Organic material encountered to Unsuitable )
| 0.6 foot bgs.
[ Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
. slightly moist, very stiff to hard,
: with fine to medium-grained sand. B-2
f 1.2-4.2 |--Weak calcium carbonate; (1.2-2.6 feet) 3.0-4.5+
cementation encountered from 2.6
to 4.2 feet bgs. Unsuitable*
(2.6-4.2 feet)
[ Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry
| 4.2-6.4 |t slightly moist, loose to medium Sk
77 ldense, with fine to medium-
; B-1
grained sand.
Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light
brown, dry, loose, with fine to Sand
6.4-10.0 {medium-grained sand.
--Sidewall caving noted A-1
throughout.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-43 (Lot 36 Block 3) Latitude: 43.770768
Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.747767
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs
Depth Field Description and USCS Clts’agls)ilf\icsa?i.(l)n Sample Sample Lab
(feet Soil and Sediment . ) P " Depth Qp
P and Design Soil  Type ; TestiD
bgs) Classification Subgroup {feet bgs)
Sandy Silt (ML): Brown to light .
brown, slightly moist, stiff to very St ean)
0.0-5.0 |stiff, with fine-grained sand. B-2 1.5-2.5

--Organic material encountered to
0.2 foot bgs.

Silty Sand (SM). Light brown,| SandyLoam
5.0-8.0 [slightly moist, medium dense to
dense, with fine-grained sand. B-1
Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light
brown, slightly moist, loose to
medium dense, with fine to
medium-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.

Sand
8.0-10.0
A-1
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-44 (Lot 38 Block 3) Latitude: 43.770710

Date Advanced: February 29. 2024 Longitude: -116.748899

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer. GIT Total Depth: 10.3 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification = Sample
and Design Soil  Type
Subgroup

Depth = Field Description and USCS Sample
Depth Qp

(feet bgs)

{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Test ID

Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly
moist, medium stiff to stiff.
--Organic material encountered to
0.4 foot bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
1.7-5.0 |slightly moist, stiff to hard, with
fine-grained sand. B-2
Silty Sand (SM): Light brown,
slightly moist, medium dense to
dense, with fine to medium-
grained sand.

Clay
0.0-1.7 1.0

Unsuitable

Sandy Loam

Unsuitable*

5.0-10.3 --Weak to moderate calcium (5.0-6.0 feet)
carbonate cementation B-1
encountered from 5.0 to 6.0 feet

(6.0-10.3 feet)

bgs.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
*Soil is considered unsuitable because of the presence of calcium carbonate cementation.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-45 (Lot 40 Block 2) Latitude: 43.769258

Date Advanced: February 29, 2024 Longitude: -116.749876

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Colby Meyer, GIT Total Depth: 10.0 feet bgs

USDA Soil
Classification  Sample
and Design Soil = Type
Subgroup

Depth Field Description and USCS Sample Lab

Depth Qp
(feet bgs) Test ID

{feet Soil and Sediment
bgs) Classification

Lean Clay (CL). Brown. slightly

moist, medium stiff to stiff, with Clay
0.0-2.0 |fine-grained sand. 1.0
--Organic material encountered to Unsuitable
0.2 foot bgs.
Sandy Siit (ML): Light brown, Silt Loam
slightly moist, very stiff, with fine-
ol grained sand. B-2 3.0-3.5

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown,
4.0-10.0 i slightly moist, loose to dense, with B-1
fine to medium-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-46 Latitude: 43.765066

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.749673

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 5.2 feet bgs

Depth Field Description and USCS Soil and Sample Sample Depth

Lab

Qp Test 1D

{feet bgs) Sediment Classification Type {feet bas)

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown. slightly
0.0-1.8 Imoist, medium stiff to stiff, with fine-grained 1.0-1.5
sand.

Sandy Silt (ML): Brown, dry, very stiff, with fine
to medium-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Infiltration testing conducted at a depth of 5.2 feet bgs.

1.8-6.2

2.0-25
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-47 Latitude: 43.765535

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.750296

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 4.9 feet bgs

Depth Field Description and USCS Soil and Sample Sample Depth Qp

(feet bgs) Sediment Classification Type (feet bgs)

Lean Clay (CL): Brown. slightly moist, medium

0.0-1.4 stiff, with fine-grained sand.

R --Organic material encountered to 0.3 foot
bgs.

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry to slightly

1.4-4.9 |[moist, loose to medium dense, with fine to

medium-grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Infiltration testing conducted at a depth of 4.9 feet bgs.

0.75

Atlas No. B240211g
Page | 69
Copyright © 2024 Atlas Technical Consultants



AT RS—

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-48 Latitude: 43.770572
Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.747409
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 6.2 feet bgs
Depth Field Description and USCS Soil and Sample Sample Depth Q Lab
(feet bgs) Sediment Classification Type (feet bgs) P Test 1D
Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Brown. slightly
0.0-15 moist, medium stiff, with fine-grained sand. 0.75
o --Organic material encountered to 0.5 foot '
bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry, hard, with
1.5-4.0 fine to medium-grained sand. 4.5+

--Moderate to strong calcium carbonate
cementation encountered throughout.

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry, loose to
4.0-6.2 |medium dense, with fine to coarse-grained
sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Infiltration testing conducted at a depth of 6.2 feet bgs.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-49 Latitude: 43.769621
Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.747432
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 5.1 feet bgs
Depth Field Description and USCS Soil and Sample Sample Depth Q
{feet bgs) Sediment Classification Jype {feet bgs) P
Lean Clay with Sand (CL). Brown. slightly
0.0-1.9 moist, medium stiff, with fine-grained sand. 0.75
o --Organic material encountered to 0.5 foot '
bgs.
Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry, hard, with
1.9-3.0 fine to medium-grained sand. 4.5+

--Moderate to strong calcium carbonate
cementation encountered throughout.

Silty Sand (SM): Light brown, dry, loose to
3.0-5.1 |medium dense, with fine to coarse-grained
sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Infiltration testing conducted at a depth of 5.1 feet bgs.
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Test Pit Log #: TP-50
Date Advanced: February 28. 2024
Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes

Logged by:

Depth

{feet bgs)

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Latitude: 43.768939
Longitude: -116.750104
Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered

Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 7.8 feet bgs

Field Description and USCS Soil and
Sediment Classification

Sandy Lean Clay (CL): Brown, slightly moist,
stiff, with fine to medium-grained sand.

Lab
Test 1D

Sample Sample Depth

Type (feet bgs) Qp

0.0-2.5 --Organic material encountered to 0.5 foot | 15
bgs. |
) Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, slightly moist, '
2.5-1.8 very stiff, with fine-grained sand. 25-3.0 |

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Infiltration testing conducted at a depth of 7.8 feet bgs.
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-51 Latitude: 43.768366

Date Advanced: February 28. 2024 Longitude: -116.751109

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 5.9 feet bgs

Depth Field Description and USCS Soil and Sample Sample Depth Q
(feet bgs) Sediment Classification Type {feet bgs) P

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Dark brown to
brown, dry to slightly moist, soft to medium
0.0-1.2 [stiff, with fine-grained sand. 0.5-0.75
--Organic material encountered to 0.4 foot
bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, dry to slightly
moist, very stiff to hard, with fine-grained sand.
--Moderate calcium carbonate cementation
encountered from 2.5 to 4.0 feet bgs.

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt (SP-SM): Light
4.0-5.9 |brown, dry, medium dense, with fine to coarse-
grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Infiltration testing conducted at a depth of 5.9 feet bgs.

TestID,

1.2-4.0
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-52 Latitude: 43.770939

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.752340

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron. El Total Depth: 6.8 feet bgs

Depth Field Description and USCS Soil and Sample Sample Depth Qp

{feet bgs) Sediment Classification Type {feet bgs)

Test ID

Sandy Silt (ML). Brown, slightly moist, stiff to
very stiff. with fine to medium-grained sand.
--Organic material encountered to 0.4 foot
bgs.

Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Brown to light
2.8-6.8 |brown, dry. loose, with fine to coarse-grained
sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Infiltration testing conducted at a depth of 6.8 feet bgs.

0.0-2.8 2.0-25
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GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION TEST PIT LOG

Test Pit Log #: TP-53 Latitude: 43.768078

Date Advanced: February 28, 2024 Longitude: -116.748476

Excavated by: Turn of the Century Homes Depth to Water Table: Not Encountered
Logged by: Gavin Marron, El Total Depth: 7.0 feet bgs

Depth Field Description and USCS Soil and Sample Sample Depth Q Lab
{feet bgs) Sediment Classification Type (feet bgs) P JestID

Lean Clay with Sand (CL): Dark brown, slightly
moist. medium stiff, with fine-grained sand. 0.75
--Organic material encountered to 0.5 foot )
bgs.

Sandy Silt (ML): Light brown, slightly moist,
very stiff to hard, with fine to medium-grained
2.5-5.0 |sand. 2.5-4.5+
--Moderate calcium carbonate cementation
from 3.5 to 5.0 feet bgs.

Poorly Graded Sand (SP): Light brown, dry,
5.0-7.0 [loose to medium dense, with fine to coarse-
grained sand.

Notes: See Site Map for test pit location.
Infiltration testing conducted at a depth of 7.0 feet bgs.

0.0-2.5
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APPENDIXV GEOTECHNICAL GENERAL NOTES

Major Divisions Symbol Soil Descriptions
Gravel & GwW Well-graded gravels; gravel/sand mixtures with little or no fines
Coa.rse- Gravelly Soils GP Poorly-graded gravels; gravel/sand mixtures with little or no fines
Grained <50% GM Silty gravels; poorly-graded gravel/sand/silt mixtures
Sgcl)lf/: coarse GC Clayey gravels; poorly-graded gravel/sand/clay mixtures
passes Sanq & Sandy SW Well-graded sands; gravelly sands with little or no fines
No.200 Soils > 50% SP Poorly-graded sands; gravelly sands with little or no fines
e coarse SM Silty sands; poorly-graded sand/gravel/silt mixtures
fraction SC Clayey sands, poorly-graded sand/gravel/clay mixtures
Fine- ML Inorganic silts; sandy, gravelly or clayey silts
Grained Silts & Clays cL Lean clays; inorganic, gravelly, sandy. or silty. low to medium-
Soils > LL <50 plasticity clays
50% oL Organic, low-plasticity clays and silts
passes Silts & Clays MH Inorganic, elastic silts; sandy, gravelly or clayey elastic silts
N9.2OO LL > 50 CH Fat clays; high-plasticity, inorganic clays
sleve OH Organic, medium to high-plasticity clays and silts
Highly Organic Soils PT Peat, humus, hydric soils with high organic content

Relative Density and Consistency

Moisture Content and Cementation

Classification Classification
Coarse-Grained Soils | SPT Blow Counts (N) Description Field Test
Very Loose: <4 Dry Absence of moisture, dry to touch
Loose: 4-10 Slightly Moist | Damp, but no visible moisture
Medium Dense: 10-30 Moist Visible moisture
Dense: 30-50 Wet Visible free water
Very Dense: > 50 Saturated Soil is usually below water table
Fine-Grained Soils SPT Blow Counts (N) Description Field Test
Very Soft: <2 Weak Crumbles or breaks with handling or
Soft: 2-4 slight finger pressure
Medium Stiff: 4-8 Moderate Crumbles or breaks with
Stiff: 8-15 considerable finger pressure
Very Stiff. 15-30 Strong Will not crumble or break with finger
Hard: > 30 pressure
Lo Acromymibist |

Boulders: >12in. GS | grab sample
Cobbles: 12 to 3in. LL Liquid Limit
Gravel: 3in.to 5 mm M moisture content
Coarse-Grained Sand: | 5t0 0.6 mm NP non-plastic
Medium-Grained Sand: | 0.6 t0 0.2 mm Pl Plasticity Index

Fine-Grained Sand:

0.2 t0 0.075 mm

Silts:

0.075 to 0.005 mm

Qp

penetrometer value, unconfined compressive
strength, tsf

Clays:

< 0.005 mm

V vane value, ultimate shearing strength, tsf
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Important Information about This

Geotechnical-Engineering Repont

Subsurface problems are a principal cause of construction delays, cost overruns, claims, and disputes.

The Geoprofessional Business Assoclation (GBA)
has prepared this advisory to help you — assumedly
a client representative — interpret and apply this
geotechnical-engineering report as effectively as
possible. In that way, you can benefit from a lowered
exposure to problems associated with subsurface
conditions at project sites and development of

them that, for decades, have been a principal cause
of construction delays, cost overruns, claims,

and disputes. If you have questions or want more
information about any of the issues discussed herein,
contact your GBA-member geotechnical engineer.
Active engagement in GBA exposes geotechnical
engineers to a wide array of risk-confrontation
techniques that can be of genuine benefit for
everyone involved with a construction project.

Understand the Geotechnical-Engineering Services
Provided for this Report

Geotechnical-engineering services typically include the planning,
collection, interpretation, and analysis of exploratory data from

widely spaced borings and/or test pits. Field data are combined

with results from laboratory tests of soil and rock samples obtained
from field exploration (if applicable), observations made during site
reconnaissance, and historical information to form one or more models
of the expected subsurface conditions beneath the site. Local geology
and alterations of the site surface and subsurface by previous and
proposed construction are also important considerations. Geotechnical
engineers apply their engineering training, experience, and judgment
to adapt the requirements of the prospective project to the subsurface
model(s). Estimates are made of the subsurface conditions that

will likely be exposed during construction as well as the expected
performance of foundations and other structures being planned and/or
affected by construction activities.

The culmination of these geotechnical-engineering services is typically a
geotechnical-engineering report providing the data obtained, a discussion
of the subsurface model(s), the engineering and geologic engineering
assessments and analyses made, and the recommendations developed

to satisfy the given requirements of the project. These reports may be
titled investigations, explorations, studies, assessments, or evaluations.
Regardless of the title used, the geotechnical-engineering report is an
engineering interpretation of the subsurface conditions within the context
of the project and does not represent a close examination, systematic
inquiry, or thorough investigation of all site and subsurface conditions.

Geotechnical-Engineering Services are Performed
for Specific Purposes, Persons, and Projects,

and At Specific Times

Geotechnical engineers structure their services to meet the specific
needs, goals, and risk management preferences of their clients. A
Ceotechnica]-engineering study conducted for a given civil engineer

While you cannot eliminate all such risks, you can manage them. The following information is provided to help.

will not likely meet the needs of a civil-works constructor or even a
different civil engineer. Because each geotechnical-engineering study
is unique, each geotechnical-engineering report is unique. prepared
solely for the client.

Likewise. geotechnical-engineering services are performed for a specific
project and purpose. For example, it is unlikely that a geotechnical-
engineering study for a refrigerated warchouse will be the samce as

one prepared for a parking garage: and a few borings drilled during

a preliminary study to evaluate site feasibility will not be adequate to
develop geotechnical design recommendations for the project.

Do nat rely on this report if your geotechnical engineer prepared it:

« for a different client;

« for a different project or purpose;

« for a different site (that may or may not include all or a portion of
the original site); or

« before important events occurred at the site or adjacent to it;
¢.g., man-made events like construction or environmental
remediation, or natural events like floods, droughts, earthquakes,
or groundwater fluctuations.

Note, too, the reliability of a geotechnical-engincering report can

be affected by the passage of time, because of factors like changed
subsurface conditions; new or modified codes, standards, or
regulations; or new techniques or tools. If you are the least bit uncertain
about the continued reliability of this report, contact your geotechnical
engineer before applying the recommendations in it. A minor amount
of additional testing or analysis after the passage of time - if any is
required at all - could prevent major problems.

Read this Report in Full

Costly problems have occurred because those relying on a geotechnical-
engineering report did not read the report in its entirety. Do not rely on
an executive summary. Do not read selective elements only. Read and
refer to the report in full.

You Need to Inform Your Geotechnical Engineer
About Change
Your geotechnical engineer considered unique, project-specific factors
when developing the scope of study behind this report and developing
the confirmation-dependent recommendations the report conveys.
Typical changes that could erade the reliability of this report include
those that affect:
« the site’s size or shape;
« the elevation, configuration, location, orientation,
function or weight of the proposed structure and
the desired performance criteria;
« the composition of the design team; or
+ project ownership.

As a general rule, always inform your geotechnical engineer of project
or site changes - even minor ones - and request an assessment of their
impact. The geotechnical engineer who prepared this report cannot accept/
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responsibility or liability for problems that arise because the geotechnical
engineer was not informed ubout developments the engineer otherwise
would have considered.

Most of the “Findings” Related in This Report

Are Professional Opinions

Before construction begins. geotechnical engineers explore a site's
subsurface using various sampling and testing procedures. Geotechnical
engineers can observe actual subsurface conditions only at those specific
locations where sampling and testing is performed. The data derived from
that sampling and testing were reviewed by your geotechnical engincer,
who then applied professional judgement to form opinions about
subsurface conditions throughout the site, Actual sitewide-subsurface
conditions may differ - maybe significantly - from those indicated in
this report. Confront that risk by retaining your geatechnical engineer
to serve on the design team through project completion to abtain
informed guidance quickly, whenever needed.

This Report’s Recommendations Are
Confirmation-Dependent

The recommendations included in this report - including any options or
alternatives - are confirmation-dependent. In other words. they are pot
final, because the geotechnical engineer who developed them relied heavily
on judgement and opinion to do so. Your geotechnical engineer can finalize
the recommendations only after observing actual subsurface conditions
exposed during construction. If through observation your geotechnical
engineer confirms that the conditions assumed to exist actually do exist,
the recommendations can be relied upon. assuming no other changes have
occurred. The geotechnical engincer who prepared this report cannot assume
responsibility or liability for confirmation-dependent recommendations if you
fail to retain that engincer to perform construction observation.

This Report Could Be Misinterpreted
Other design professionals’ misinterpretation of geotechnical-
engineering reports has resulted in costly problems. Confront that risk
by having your geotechnical engineer serve as a continuing member of
the design team, to:

« confer with other design-team members;

« help develop specifications;

« review pertinent elements of other design professionals’ plans and

specifications; and
» be available whenever geotechnical-engineering guidance is needed.

You should also confront the risk of constructors misinterpreting this
report. Do so by retaining your geotechnical engineer to participate in
prebid and preconstruction conferences and to perform construction-
phase observations.

Give Constructors a Complete Report and Guidance
Some owners and design professionals mistakenly believe they can shift
unanticipated-subsurface-conditions liability to constructors by limiting
the information they provide for bid preparation. To help prevent

the costly, contentious problems this practice has caused, include the
complete geotechnical-engineering report, along with any attachments
or appendices, with your contract documents, but be certain to note

=

conspicuously that you've included the material for information purpases
only. To avoid misunderstanding, you may also want to note that
“informational purposes” means constructors have no right to rely on
the interpretations. opinions, conclusions, or recommendations in the
report. Be certain that constructors know they may learn about specific
project requirements. including options selected from the report. only
from the design drawings and specifications. Remind constructors

that they may perform their own studics if they want to. and be sure fo
allow enough timie to permit them to do so. Only then might you be in
a position to give constructors the information available to you. while
requiring them to at least share some of the financial responsibilities
stemming from unanticipated conditions. Conducting prebid and
preconstruction conferences can also be valuable in this respect.

Read Responsibility Provisions Closely

Some client representatives, design professionals. and constructors do
not realize that geotechnical engineering is far less exact than other
engineering disciplines. This happens in part because soil and rock on
project sites are typically heterogenecous and not manufactured materials
with well-defined engineering properties like steel and concrete. ‘That
lack of understanding has nurtured unrealistic expectations that have
resulted in disappointments, delays. cost overruns. claims, and disputes.
To confront that risk. geotechnical engineers commonly include
explanatory provisions in their reports. Sometimes labeled “limitations,”
many of these provisions indicate where geotechnical engineers’
responsibilities begin and end, to help others recognize their own
responsibilities and risks. Read these provisions closely. Ask questions.
Your geotechnical engineer should respond fully and frankly.

Geocenvironmental Concerns Are Not Covered

The personnel, equipment, and techniques used to perform an
environmental study - e.g., a “phase-one” or “phase-two” environmental
site assessment - differ significantly from those used to perform a
geotechnical-engineering study. For that reason, a geotechnical-engineering
report does not usually provide environmental findings, conclusions, or
recommendations; e.g., about the likelihood of encountering underground
storage tanks or regulated contaminants. Unanticipated subsurface
environmental problems have led to project failures. If you have not
obtained your own environmental information about the project site,

ask your geotechnical consultant for a recommendation on how to find
environmental risk-management guidance.

Obtain Professional Assistance to Deal with

Moisture Infiltration and Mold

While your geotechnical engineer may have addressed groundwater,
water infiltration, or similar issues in this report, the engineer’s
services were not designed, conducted, or intended to prevent
migration of moisture - including water vapor - from the soil
through building slabs and walls and into the building interior, where
it can cause mold growth and material-performance deficiencies.
Accordingly, proper implementation of the geotechnical engineer’s
recommendations will not of itself be sufficient to prevent

moisture infiltration. Confront the risk of moisture infiltration by
including building-envelope or mold specialists on the design team.
Geotechnical engineers are not building-envelope or mold specialists.

GEOPROFESSIONAL
BUSINESS
ASSOCIATION

Telephone: 301/565-2733
e-mail: info@geoprofessional org www.geoprofessional.org

Copyright 2019 by Geoprofessional Business Association (GBA). Duplication, reproduction, or copying of this document, in whole or in part, by any means whatsoever, is strictly
prohibited, except with GBA's specific written permission. Excerpting, quoting, or otherwise extracting wording from this document is permitted only with the express written permission of
GBA, and only for purposes of scholarly research or book review. Only members of GBA may use this document or its wording as a complement to or as an element of a report of any kind.

Any other firm, individual, or other entity that so uses this document without being a GBA member could be committing negligent or intentional (fraudulent) misrepresentation. j
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Canyon County Development Services

111 N. 11th Ave. Room 310, Caldwell, ID 83605
(208) 454-7458

Building Divsn Email: buildinginfo@canyoncounty.id.gov Planning Divsn Email: zoninginfo@canyoncounty.id.gov

Receipt Number: 82211 Date:  4/4/2024

Date Created: 4/4/2024 Receipt Type: Normal Receipt Status: Active
Customer's Name: J.A.P.S Of Idaho, LLC

Comments: SD2024-0002
Site Address: 0 GOODSON RD, Caldwell ID 83607 / Parcel Number: 37887100 0

CHARGES

Item Being Paid For: Application Number: Amount Paid: Prevs Pymnts: Unpaid Amnt:
Planning - Final Plat $D2024-0002 $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
Planning - Final Plat Addition Per Lot SD2024-0002 $460.00 $0.00 $0.00

Fee (Per Application)

Sub Total: $1,460.00
Sales Tax: $0.00

| Total Charges:  $1,460.00 |

PAYMENTS
Type of Payment: Check/Ref Number: Amount:
Check 0539 $1,460.00
| Total Payments:  $1,460.00
ADJUSTMENTS

| Receipt Balance: $0.00 |

Issued By: magomez Page 1 of 1



